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IS AN AUTOMOBILE’ A “DANGEROUS IN- 
STRUMENT” WITHIN THE MEANING OF 
THE RULE HOLDING A MASTER LIABLE 
FOR ITS PERMITTED PERSONAL USE 
BY HIS SERVANT? 





It is a rule of law well settled by au- 
thority that where a master permits his 
servant to use for his personal gratification 
or profit an instrument inherently danger- 
ous, the master will be liable for the in- 
juries negligently effected by the servant 
with such instrument. 

Is an automobile a “dangerous instru- 
ment” within the rule just stated as will 
entail a liability on the owner of an auto- 
mobile for injuries negligently inflicted by 
his chauffeur wpon third persons while said 
chauffeur is in sole charge of the machine 
and using it for his own purposes with the 
consent of the owner. This was the issue 
in the recent case of Cunningham vy. Castle, 


t1r N. Y. Supp. 1057, wnere the court 
reached the following conclusion: First 
the master would not be liable in such 


a case as the servant at the time was 
engaged upon his own and not his 
master’s business, unless the automobile 
should be considered a “dangerous instru- 
ment ;” second, that an automobile does not 
belong in the category of.dangerous ar- 
ticles, the mere permission to use which will 
involve the owner in liability for the negli- 
gence of the licensee. On this latter point 
the court said: “For the purposes of this 
discussion it must be conceded that the 
chauffeur was not engaged in the master’s 
business, but was on a private pleasure trip 
of his own and was using therein the mas- 
ter’s automobile with the master’s knowl- 
edge and consent. It is urged that the au- 
tomobile was a dangerous instrumentality, 
and that having been intrusted to the chauf- 
feur, the liability of the master still attached 
because of its dangerous character. The 
automobile is not necessarily a dangerous 
device. It is an ordinary vehicle of pleasure 
and business. It is more dangerous per 





se than a team of horses and a carriage, or 
a gun, or a sailboat, or a motor launch. 
There is no evidence that the chauffeur was 
not competent and qualified to run the ma- 
chine. In fact, he was employed by the de- 
fendant for that very purpose. If a game- 
keeper had borrowed his master’s gun and 
had gone from the estate on a hunting ex- 
pedition of his own and had negligently shot 
a man, would the master be responsible be- 
cause he was using that instrumentality, 
which might be dangerous if carelessly used, 
the gun? I do not think that the question 
of the ignorance or consent of the master 
has any bearing whatever upon his liability. 
The fact that the servant has vised the 
horses or the automobile without his con- 
sent has probative force upon the proposi- 
tion as to whether or not the servant was 
engaged in the master’s business and was 
acting within the scope of his employment. 
The question is whether he was or not. If 
without the knowledge of his master he 
took the car from the garage to a machine 
shop to have it fixed and an accident oc- 
curred, the fact of the want of knowledve 
on the master’s part would not affect the 
liability, because the act ‘would be within 
the scope of the servant’s employment and 
in the prosecution of the master’s business. 
If the chauffeur were granted a two-weeks’ 
vacation and the master said to him: ‘T 
am going off on a trip and will not need the 
machine; you may take it and use it for 
vour own pleasure while I am gone,’ T can- 
not think that he would be responsible for 
anv necligence of the chauffevr during that 
period.” 


The dissenting opinion by Just’ce Houch- 
ton in the principal case contended that the 
character of the use to which the automo- 
bile might be put by a chauffeur was suf- 
ficient to render the owner liable for in- 
juries to third persons where such use of 
his machine was with his express consent. 
Justice Houghton argued as_ follows: 
“While a powerful automobile may not, 
strictly speaking, be deemed a dangerous 
instrument, it may become so if recklessly 
driven. They are so dangerous that the 
legislature has prescribed that their owner- 
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ship must be registered, and the driver 
l'censed, and that speed in different local- 
ities must be regulated. Motor Vehicle 
Law, Laws 1904, Chap. 538. ‘The defen- 
dant recognized this when he instructed his 
servant to be careful on the trip which he 
permitted him to make. If a railroad off- 
cial should loan a locomotive to one of the 
company’s engineers for the purpose of hur- 
riedly visiting a distant locality, it could 
hardly be said that the engineer alone would 
be liable for injuries inflicted upon third 
persons.” 

The weight of authority is with the de- 
cision of the court in the principal case 
that an automobile is not a danger- 
ous instrument within the rule of law 
now under consideration. McIntyre v. 
Orner, 166 Ind. 57, 76 N. E. 750, 4 L. R. 
A. (U. S.) 1130; Jones v. Hoge (Wash.), 
92 Pac. 433; Lewis v. Amorous (Ga.), 59 
S. E. 338. In the last case cited the court 
facetiously remarked: “It is not the feroc- 
ity of automobiles that is to be feared, but 
the ferocity of those who drive them. Un- 
t'l human agency intervenes, they are usual- 
ly harmless. While by reason of the pay 
allotted to judges in this state, few, if any, 
of them have ever owned one of these ma- 
chines, yet some of them have occasionally 
ridden in them, thereby acquiring some 
knowledge of them; and we have, therefore, 
found out that there are times when these 
machines not only lack feroc’ty, but assume 
such an indisposition to go that it taxes the 
limits of human ingenuity to make them 
move at all. They are not to be classed 
with bad dogs, vicious bulls, evil-disposed 
mules, and the like.” 








NOTES OF IMPORTANT DECISIONS. 


COURTS—ORIGINAL JURISDICTION OF 
SUPREME COURTS LIMITED TO QUES- 
TIONS PUBLICI JURIS AFFECTING THE 
SOVEREIGNTY OF THE STATE OR THE 
GENERAL WELFARE.—The statement of the 
proposition of law given as the subject head- 
ing of this annotation is rapidly becoming the 
prevailing rule, as we said it shouid so be- 
come in our exhaustive annotation on the sub- 
ject of the original jurisdiction of Courts of 
Appeal in 67 Cent. L. J. 324. The latest au- 
thority to give absolute acceptance to this 





doctrine is the Supreme Court of North Da- 
kota in the recent case of State v. Fabrick, 
117 N. W. 860, where it was held that the 
sovereignty or franchises of the state being 
not directly affected by proceedings for the 
division of a county, the Supreme Court will 
not interfere by mandamus to control the 
action of the county commissioners except 
under “unusual circumstances.” This is the 
exception so often stated by Courts of Appeals 
to which we called attention in the annotation 
above referred to. 

In the principal case the court declared the 
general rule as follows: “Merely private rights 
are not enough on which to base an applica- 
tion for the issuance of original writs by this 
court. The rights of the. publie must appear 
to be directly affected. The matters to be 
litigated must not only be publici juris, but 
the sovereignty of the state, or its franchises 
or prerogatives, or the liberties of its people 
must be affected. Before the court will, in 
the exercise of its original jurisdiction issue 
prerogative writs, there must be presented 
matters of such strictly public concern as 
involve the sovereign rights of the state, or 
its franchises or privileges. The often quoted 
statement of the rule as to the original juris- 
diction of the Supreme Court to issue writs of 
a prerogative character, as given in Attorney 
General v. City of Eau Claire, 37 Wis. 400, is 
well expressed and clear: “To warrant the 
assertion of original jurisdiction here the inter- 
est of the state should be primary and proxi- 
mate, not indirect or remote; peculiar, per- 
haps, to some subdivision of the state but 
affecting the state at large in some of its 
prerogatives; raising a contingency requiring 
the interposition of this court to preserve 
the prerogatives and franchises of the state in 
its sovereign character.” 

The principal case, however, was held to be 
one of the “exceptional” cases which do not 
come within the rule for the reason. that un- 
less the issue as to the proper submission of 
the question to be voted for at the 1908 elec- 
tion were determined on, this original hear- 
ing, the right to vote would be utterly lost 
for at least two years because of the neces- 
sary delays incident to the bringing of a suit 
through the ordinary channels of procedure. 
The court said on this point: “The matter of 
the division of a county is one of public im- 
portance to the people of the county. The 
statute gives the people a right to express a 
choice on that question. Inasmuch as the ques- 
tion must be voted on at the next succeeding 
election after the presentation of the petition 
to the commissioners, it is not improbable that 
delays or refusals by some Official will cause 
the same situation in 1910 as now confronts 
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the petitioners. We are fully convinced that 
only matters of the gravest importance should 
be considered sufficient to warrant this court 
in issuing prerogative writs at the request of 
private relators. Nevertheless we deem the 
circumstances and conditions surrounding this 
case to show such a state of facts as to bring it 
within the exception to the general rule. By 
refusing to entertain the writ now, it is in- 
evitable that a delay of two years will be oc- 
easioned. A delay for so long a period on a 
matter of this importance is a potent con- 
sideration in favor of taking jurisdiction. In 
view of the fact that an appeal to the Su- 
preme Court can follow any decision of the 
district court in the case, we think the in- 
terests of justice demand that this court should 
act and dispose of the controversy now, and 
prevent further delay on a matter of such 
great consequence to the people of Ward 
county.” 








CONSTRUCTIVE CRIMES DEFINED. 





The constitutional requirement of “due 
process of law,” of course presupposes a 
“law” without which a conviction for crime 
could not be constitutional. In many ways 
and places I have endeavored to resurrect 
and revivify the old maxim, “Ubi jus in- 
certum ibi jus nullum”—(where the law is 
uncertain there is no law). I have done 
this to the end that this maxim may be ju- 
dicially declared to be a part of our consti- 
tutional conception of “law,” as that word 
is used in the constitutional guarantee that 
no man shall be deprived of life, liberty or 
property, except by “due process of law.’ 

In the essays just referred to in the note 
I justified with considerable elaboration the 
proposition that in the United States no 
man can be punished -for mere constructive 
offenses. [I have gone further and have 
attempted to formulate a statement of the 

(1) For my discussions thereof see: ‘The 


Scientific Aspect of ‘Due Process of Law,” Am. 
Law Review, June 1908. “Concerning Uncer- 


tainty and ‘Due Process of Law,’” Cent. Law 
Jour., Jan. 3, 1908. “The Historical Interpreta- 
tion of ‘Law,’” The Albany Law Jour., April, 


1908. “Due Process of Law in Relation to Statu- 
tory Uncertainty and Constructive Offenses.” 
N. Y. 1908, Pub. by The Free Speech League, 
120 Lexington ave., N. Y. (This last booklet 
contains the three foregoing essays, and much 
more similar matter besides.) 





nature of law as viewed in the scientific 
aspect, in contradistinction to that arbitrary 
power which punishes constructive offenses, 
and I have undertaken to make a compre- 
hensive discussion as to what is a construc- 
tive offense in relation to “due process of 
law.” Here I will only undertake to sum- 
marize those conclusions, already justified 
il various ways, 

Constructive Crimes Classified —Con- 
structive offenses naturally divide into two 
general classes. In the first of these the 
more direct responsibility for the prohibit- 
ed constructions rests with the courts, and 
arises from the judicial engraftments made 
upon legislative enactments, and the second 
class includes those where the more direct 
responsibility for the evil primarily rests 
\ith the legislature for having attempted to 
construct a wrong, by penalizing conduct 
not in itself injurious, nor of injurious ten- 
dencies according to any known laws of 
the physical universe. These two general 
classes of constructive crime readily lend 
themselves to a further subdivision, accord- 
ing to the various conditions which conduce 
to such baneful punishments for mere con- 
structive wrongs. These different sources 
of such error will now be pointed out with 
a little more system and elaboration, and 
it is believed that the following statements 
are justified by, and generalize all, that is 
included in the discussion and the authori- 
ties cited in the several articles above re- 
ferred to. In what follows it will be 
necessary for the clarifying of our vision 
to subdivide still further the two general 
classes of constructive offenses, above re- 
ferred to. 

Judicial Legislation Under Pretense of 
Interpretation.—The first class of construc- 
tive offenses is best understood. Here the 
act under investigation is one which under 
any of the tests prescribed hereafter, may 
properly be penalized, but it is not within 
the plain letter of the prohibitive statute 
because the statutory tests of criminality, 
though certain in meaning and covering 
acts of the same general character, mani- 
festly do not specifically include the con- 
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duct under investigation. In such a case 
the judicial enlargement of the field plain- 
ly marked out by the statute is so univer- 
sally recognized as improper, because judi- 
cial legislation, and therefore within the 
prohibited constructive offenses, as to need 
no argumentative support. Indeed, all our 
judicial rules for the strict construction of 
criminal statutes are founded upon the ne- 
cessity of precluding judges from creating 
law. 


The second class of constructive offens- 
es is less perfectly understood. Here the 
act under investigation is again one which, 
under any of the tests prescribed hereafter, 
may properly be penalized, but the statuto- 
ry language is ambiguous in its specifica- 
tion of the criteria of guilt. Such stat- 
utes, often seduce judges into an abuse of 
their power by a misapplication of rules of 
construction. | Where the words descrip- 
tive of the crime are ambiguous, (open to 
several interpretations, some or all of 
which meanings, taken separately, are very 
certain in their application to all specific 
facts), it is erroneously assumed by many 
courts that it is an exercise of the judicial 
function of statutory interpretation to se- 
lect that one among all the possible mean- 
ings of the statute which is to be enforced. 
I do not conceive it so. The judicially se- 
lected interpretation may not be the one 
which the legislature intended to enact. 
Certainly it has not received the specific 
sanction of the legislative branch of the 
government, any more than every | other 
possible interpretation, and the only con- 
duct which can with certainty be known 
to be within the legislative prohibition (that 
is, within the Jaw) is those acts which are 
clearly within every possible meaning of 
the statute. If this rule has not been al- 
ways observed in the matter of ambiguous 
statutes, it is because judges have not seen 
clearly the true relation between such am- 
biguity and the law, as a_ scientist must 
view it, nor the distinction between judi- 
cial legislation and judicial interpretation. 

The third class of these prohibited con- 





structive offenses is those where definitive 
description of the crime is wholly wanting 
(uncertainty as distinguished from mere 
ambiguity) because there is total absence 
of any certain, clear, universal and decisive 
tests of criminality. Then we have a case 
for the application of the old maxim: 
“Where the law is uncertain there is no 
law.” In such a case if the court should 
supply the tests of criminality, so indispen- 
sable to the enforcement of every statute, 
those tests would not have the sanction of 
the legislative branch of the government, 
and therefore could not be the Jaw, in any 
criminal case. Supplying these tests, or 
criteria of guilt, is therefore clearly a mat- 
ter of judicial legislation, by means of stat- 
utory interpolation, as distinguished from 
interpretation, and punishment thereunder 
is punishment for a constructive offense, 
and not due process of law. 


If in a criminal case a court should un- 
dertake to enforce upon any person a 
judgment which did not conform to gen- 
eral, uniform and certain rules of conduct 
having an exact, verbally-formulated ex- 
istence, which is wholly created by the leg- 
islative department, and therefore existing 
outside the mere will of the court, and well 
known or easily accessible to all prior to 
the inception of the cause of action then 
before the court—I say, if a court should 
undertake to enforce anything different 
from such a law, it would not be enforcing 
the law at all, and to submit to such penal- 
ties would be submission to a government 
by the arbitrary and despotic will of the 
judiciary, and not in any sense would this 
be a government according to Jaw, and this 
must always be the case where the statuto- 
ry criteria of guilt are uncertain. Criminal 
punishment under such _ circumstances 
would be punishment for constructive 
crimes, and not due process of law. 

Legislative Penalising of Mere Construc- 
tive Injuries——Fourth: , It follows from the 
fact that human justice and a secular state, 
can only deal with material factors, that an 
offense to be real, and not merely construc- 
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tive, must be conditioned upon a demon- 
strable and ascertained material injury, or 
upon the imminent danger of such, the ex- 
istence of which danger is determined by 
the known laws of the physical universe. 
Our constitution, both in its guarantee of 
freedom of speech and press, and in its 
guarantee of due process of law.(as_ we 
must understand the law, according to the 
scientific view-point), precludes the con- 
struction of mere psychologic crimes, ‘The 
offenses which are based only upon ideas 
expressed or otherwise, such as construc- 
tive treason, witchcraft, and heresy, either 
religious or ethical, and all kindred psy- 
chologic or other constructive crimes, are 
prohibited, because the very nature of the 
law whose supremacy and processes our 
constitution guarantees, is such that Amer- 
ican legislators cannot be permitted to pred- 
icate crime upon mere psychologic factors. 
Manifestly this does not preclude punish- 
ment when these psychologic factors have 
ceased to be merely such, by having result- 
ed in actual material injury as distinguish- 
ed from constructive and speculative in- 
jury; for example, it does not preclude pun- 
ishment in cases of personal libel, which has 
resulted in material injury or where the 
uttered opinion has resulted in actual crime. 
Under such circumstances as to make one 
an accessory before the fact, or as to prove 
a conspiracy to secure its commission, 
Furthermore, if the state should be per- 
mitted to penalize an act which is not an 
essential element in doing violence to that 
natural justice which can deal only with 
material and physical factors, such a stat- 
ute could not be one enacted in the furth- 
erance’of the governmental ‘purpose to es- 
tablish justice (material justice) “and 
therefore such a law could not be withia 
the legitimate province of such a govern- 
ment as we profess to maintain, Further- 
more, such a statute, penalizing an act 
which is not an essential element in violat- 
ing natural justice, must in itself be the 
creation of an injustice—that is, it must in 
itself and from its very nature, authorize an 
invasion of liberty, unwarranted by any ne- 


“view it in the scientific sense. 





cessity for defending natural justice, or 
maintaining the greatest liberty consistent 
with equality of liberty, and therefore the 
énforcement of such a statute would be the 
deprivation of liberty without due process 
of law, as we must understand “law” if we 
I conclude 
that every such statute as I have last here- 
inabove described is also an attempt to pun- 
ish for a constructive offense—is a viola- 
tion of our constitutional guarantee of due 
process of law. 

Difficulty in the Application —It hardly 
seems possible that there could be much 
conflict of opinion about the foregoing gen- 
eralities. The differences of opinion TI 
apprehend will arise chiefly when we come 
to make deductions therefrom for applica- 
tion to some particular statute, and the re- 
sult comes in conflict with our moral sen- 
timentalism. Under such circumstances 
we are all predisposed to error, because 
our emotions will necessarily blur our in- 
tellectual insight as to the difference be- 
tween certainty in the very words of the 
statute, and a strong feeling certitude with- 
in us that the legislature must have means 
to prohibit exactly what we feel that they 
ought to have prohibited. Thus moved by 
our feelings, just to the extent that they 
are intense, we will be certain to read our 
feeling-convictions into the statutes, which 
often by reason of their very uncertainty, 
readily lend themselves to this dangerous 
and almost inevitable evil, of judicial pe- 
nal-legislation. .If this evil can be avoid- 
ed it will only be because our intellectual 
development is of that superior order 
which dominates the feelings, without ever 
being overcome by them, and which at the 


.Same time enables us to possess an illumi- 


nated view of the point of contact and di- 
vision between judicial (so-called) statu- 
tory construction, and a judicial usurpation 
of the legislative function, under the guise 
of statutory interpretation. These consid- 
erations seem to make it desirable that the 
foregoing principles be more elaborately re- 
stated with some special attention to the 
factors which necessarily imply unconstitu- 
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tional uncertainty and form the tests by 
which statutes will be adjudged to be un- 
certain, and consequently a nullity. Thus 
we will still further clarify our intellect 
and fortify ourselves against the dangerous, 
liberty-destroying tendency to punish for 
constructive offenses. 

Penalizing Abstractions and Emotions.— 
If the legislative verbiage in a criminal en- 
actment is so involved as to make its signi- 
ficance doubtful, or if the offense is 
bunglingly described by words which sym- 
bolize and generalize only a_ subjective 
(emotional) state, associated in the minds 
of different persons with a variety of mere, 
peculiarly personal, abstractions incapable 
of accurate, concrete definition, such as is 
uniformly applicable to every conceivable 
case, and decisive beyond all speculative 
doubt, then in either event, that enactment 
must be declared a nullity, because “where 
the law is uncertain there is no law.” If 
courts were allowed to decide which of pos- 
sible or conflicting descriptions is to be 
made effective and which annulled, or are 
allowed to create the criteria of guilt, when 
the legislature has failed to do so, _ this 
would be judicial legislation, because the 
legislature having furnished no exact ma- 
terial for definition, the courts can only de- 
clare that to be the law which its judges, 
in the exercise of legislative discretion, be- 
lieve ought to be the law, (instead of de- 
riving that legislative intent exclusively by 
deductions made from the legislative lan- 
guage) ; and therefore read it into the stat- 
utes and dogmatically declare the judge’s 
will to have been the legislative intent. 


The judicial power over criminal statutes 
must be limited to.a mere redeclaration, or 
restatement of that which, to every intelli- 
gent person, is already definitely and clear- 
ly manifest from the actual words of the 
enactment, and from these alone. If it re- 
quires more than this to make the statute 
enforcible, or applicable to a_ particular 
case, then the statute is a nullity under the 
maxim: “Where the law is uncertain there 
is no law.” To do less than this, for every 
word used in the enactment, or to do more 





by importing and engrafting into a criminal 
statute facts and phrases not actually plac- 
ed there by the legislative body, is again a 
judicial usurpation of the power to enact 
criminal legislation. 

It follows that if those words, which 
alone are actually employed in the statute, 
do not unavoidably import such an exact 
definition, that every man of average intel- 
ligence, by the use of the statutory defini- 
tion alone can determine with mathemati- 
cal certainty, whether a particular act is a 
crime, (or a particular book is obscene) 
then the legislative body has failed to create 
a criminal “law,” and the court being with- 
out legislative power, has nothing to exe- 
cute, but must declare the pretended stat- 
ute a nullity, because, “where the law is 
uncertain there is no law.” 

Statutory Words Must Symbolize Def- 
nite and Uniform Concepts—Not quite 
identical with the foregoing proposition is 
this truism: The power of courts is limited 
to deductions made from the legislative 
words; that is, the general concept symbo- 
lized by the statutory words may be made 
concrete to determine if the specific act is 
necessarily included in the legislative gen- 
eral conception, as that is exclusively _re- 
vealed in the legislative language: In other 
words, the court cannot create such a con- 
cept where the legislative word-symbols do 
not stand for definite concepts. That again 
would be judicial legislation, not interpre- 
tation, because, “where the law is uncer- 
tain there is no law,” and a law which re- 
quires this to make it effective is void. 

If courts can be credited with anv pow- 
er to construe penal statutes, the ambiguity 
which furnishes the occasion and subject- 
matter of construction, must be found sole- 
ly in the word-symbols used in the criminal 
statutes, and not in the exercise of judicial 
legislative-power, under the guise of inter- 
preting the indefinable nature of that which 
the legislative words in fact do symbolize. 
Any other rule would authorize arbitrary 
ex post facto judicial legislation and pun- 
ishment, and where the legislative word- 
symbols do not stand for definite concepts, 
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the enactment is a nullity because “where 
the law is uncertain there is no law.” 

To clarify our minds let this be restated 
in another way. When the word-symbols 
descriptive of the crime do not stand for 
definite or concrete concepts, nor any sense- 
perceived, objective quality or activity of 
matter, of present or past existence, but 
represents to each individual, only a sub- 
jective relation between his own purely 
personal experience, or the abstractions 
made from them, and his purely personal 
emotions of approval or disapproval, then 
the words used to describe this subjective 
condition, because of its abstractions and 
emotional element, always making it per- 
sonal and individual, must always elude ac- 
curacy of definition, and the law is void 
“because where the law is uncertain there 
is no law.” 

Whenever we neglect the requirement 
that every crime must be predicated upon 
some actual sense-perceivable and proven 
material injury, or the imminent danger of 
such determined to be imminent by the 
known laws of the physical universe, and 
therefore accurately definable and so de- 
fined in the statute; I say, whenever we 
abandon these requirements then we are 
condemning men on mere metaphysical 
speculations about unrealized psychologic 
tendencies, or according to the personal 
ethical sentimentalizing, whim, caprice, 
malice, etc., etc., on the part of those charg- 
ed with the execution of the law, and thus 
the judge arrogates to himself the role of 
legislator, and under such enactments con- 
victions are never secured according to the 
uniform express authority of any statute, 
and all such convictions inflict punishment, 
for mere constructive injuries, and are an 
unconstitutional deprivation of liberty and 
property because not “due process of law.” 
This error, I repeat, is one easily made if 
we are but careless about the proper differ- 
ent attitudes of mind which should charac- 
terize our outlook upon penal statutes and 
those of a civil nature which only declare 
and enforce natural justice; or if our 
vision is clouded as to the difference be- 


, 





tween deductions made from the statutory 
phrases and our feeling-convictions, read in- 
to statutes, made hospitable thereto because 
uncertain, and therefore containing little or 
no limitation upon the reading-in process. 

Under our system (especially that of the 
Federal Criminal law,) where legislative 
power is definitely placed, accurately limit- 
ed, and incapable of transference to a jury, 
star-chamber, or any other department of 
government, and where in addition ex post 
facto laws are prohibited, it is manifest that, 
the maxim against uncertainty in statutes 
must be treated as an inseparable, inaliena- 
ble and inherent part of that liberty of the 
citizens which is guaranteed by every 
American constitution. Without certain- 
ty before the fact, as to what is the law in 
relation to it, there can be no such thing 
as “due process of law” in any conviction. 
If the criminal statute is uncertain, then 
courts and juries become legislators after 
the fact, if any enforcement of the statute 
is had. 

It follows that if any American legisla- 
tive body should create a crime without de- 
fining it, such enactment would be a nulli- 
ty. Should an attempt be made to penal- 
ize the commission of “screw-loos-ibus,” 
without defining the word, such’ a law 
would be unenforcible and void. It is in- 
tolerable that courts should resort to cur- 
rent history, and therefrom deduce mean- 
ing to be read into a penal statute whose 
words are devoid of all definiteness - of 
meaning. By such a process the court 
might conclude that a legislature by “screw- 
loos-ibus” intended to penalize certain un- 
popular practices of christian scientists. If 
courts may thus speculate inductively from 
current history, personal emotions and pre- 
judices, and read the result into penal stat- 
utes by dogmatically asserting that this or 
that was the legislative intent, then we have 
re-established judicial despotism. In the 
absence of a generally known and accurate- 
ly definable meaning for the word, an en- 
forcement of the law against “screw-loos- 
ibus” would necessarily involve the exer-— 
cise of legislative power, by the court or 
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jury charged with its execution, and this 
enactment, by an unauthorized delegation 
of legislative power, must be specially made 
at each trial to cover only the acts then 
under investigation, and must always be ex 
post facto, For each of these reasons a 
law which in its practical administration 
necessarily involves such objections must 
be judicially annulled. 

If a criminal law is so vague as to need 
interpretation, then it should be declared a 
nullity for uncertainty. * Any other course 
necessarily involves on the part of the in- 
terpreting judge that as between all possi- 
ble meanings he exercise his own legislative 
discretion and read the result into the leg- 
islative intent and ‘phraseology. If the 
words to be interpreted symbolize emo- 
tions as their only element of unification, 
and therefore are incapable of accurate gen- 
eral definition, or if the materials for a 
judgment as to the applicability of the law 
to every conceivable case, are varying in 
different persons, then to allow judges or 
juries to interpret or apply such a doubtful 
statute is to admit their authority to en- 
force an ex post facto criteria of guilt; 
which is not public nor general, but of pri- 
vate origin in the court, and particular for 
each defendant. 

These foregoing speculations suggest all 
that has occurred to me by way of specify- 
ing in general terms the principal sources 
of that outrageous remnant of absolutism, 
which so often results, even in our time 
and country, in the damnable practice of 
punishing men for mere constructive of- 
fenses. The motive for these wrongs is 
usually a stupid moral sentimentalism and 
self-righteousness, and often finding its 
roots in religious superstitions of the past. 
The remedy can only be found in securing 
judges whose intellectual development is 
such as to make them true scientists of the 
law, and who with clear intellectual insight 
shall combine that moral courage which 
will make them dare to resist the “moral” 
rant of a politically potent but intellectually 
bankrupt professional reformers. [I am 
sure there are such judges, and that with 





persistence and diligence they can be found. 

The Standard of Certainty.—The stand- 
ard of certainty and constitutionality is that 
a criminal statute to constitute “due pro- 
cess of law,” must define the crime in 
terms so plain, and simple, as to be within 
the comprehension of the ordinary citizen, 
and so exact in meaning as to leave in him 
no reasonable doubt as to what is prohibit- 
ed. Those qualities of generality, uni- 
formity, and certainty, must arise as an 
unavoidable necessity out of the very let- 
ter of the definition framed by the law-en- 
acting power, and not come as an inciden- 
tal result, from an accidental uniformity in 
the exercise, by courts, of an unconstitu- 
tionally delegated legislative discretion. If 
a statute defining a crime is not self-explan- 
atory, but needs interpretation, or the in- 
terpolation of words or tests to insure cer- 
tainty of meaning in the criteria of guilt, 
then it is not the law of the land, because 
no such judicial test of criminality has ever 
received the necessary sanction of the three 
separate branches of legislative power, 
whose members alone are authorized and 
sworn to define crimes and ordain their 
punishment. Laws defining crimes are re- 
quired to be made by the law-making 
branch of government because of the ne- 
cessity for limiting and destroying arbitra- 
riness and judicial discretion in such mat- 
ters. That is what we mean when we say 
ours is a government by Jaws, and not by 
men. It follows that it is not enough that 


‘uniformity and certainty shall come as the 


product of judicial discretion, since “law” 
is necessary for the very purpose of de- 
stroving such discretion in determining 
what is punishable, 


An _ Illustrative Application—Let us 
briefly apply the foregoing test of constitu- 
tionality to our various laws against “ob- 
scene indecent, filthy or disgusting” litera- 
ture or art. To constitute a valid crimi- 
nal law the statute under consideration 
must so precisely define the distinguishing 
characteristics of the prohibited degree of 
“obscenity” that guilt may be accurately 
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and without doubt ascertained by taking the 
statutory description of the penalized qual- 
ities and solely by the tests of obscenity 
therein prescribed determine the existence 
of the prescribed criminal qualities in the 


physical attributes inherent in the printed. 


page. Judicial tests of “obscenity” can- 
not be read into the statutory words, Nor 
can official or judicial speculations (of a 
character not calculated to discover such 
definitely penalized physical qualities in the 
book) be permitted, so long as they deal 
only with the mere unrealized psychologic 
potentiality, for influencing in the future 
some mere hypothetical person. Such 
speculative psychologic tendencies are never 
found with certainty in any book, but are 
read into it, with all the uncertainty of the 
a priori method, as an excuse for a verdict 
of guilty. Even if the legislative body at- 
tempted to authorize such a procedure it 
would be a nullity, under the maxim, 
“Where the law is uncertain there is no 
law.” Therefore such procedure cannot 
be “due process of law.” An unrealized 
psychologic tendency cannot be made _ the 
differential test of criminality, although 
for the sake of the argument we admitted 
that such tendency may properly appeal to 
the legislative discretion, and may properly 
result in penal laws wherein the statutes 
and not the courts, specify the tests, definite 
and certain, by which to determine what it 
is that is deemed to possess the criminal 
degree of such dangerous tendency. 


It is for the legislature definitely and pre- 
cisely to prescribe all the criteria of guilt 
by which to determine the existence of that 
which is prohibited, because of its immgral 
tendency, and no mere seeming, necessity 
nor even by express language, and much 
less by vague implication derived from 
mere uncertainty, can it delegate to the 
judge or jury. a legislative discretion for 
condemning, after the facts, according to 
its own arbitrary guess about the prob- 
lematical psychological influence and a con- 
sequent immoral tendency of a book. . For 
the foregoing reason all laws against “ob- 





scene, indecent, filthy or disgusting” liter- 
ature or art” are void, as not constituting 
“due process of law.” 
THEODORE SCHROEDER. 
New York City. 








RAILROADS—SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT— 
CONSTRUCTION OF. 





UNITED STATES v. ATCHISON, TOPEKA & 
SANTA FE RAILWAY CO. 





United States Circuit Court of Appeals, Eighth 
Circuit, August 22, 1908. 





The safety appliance law of Congress, in the 
situations in which it is applicable, imposes 
upon a railway company an absolute duty to 
maintain tthe prescribed coupling appliances 
in operative condition, and is not satisfied by 
the exercise of reasonable care to that end, 

VAN DEVANTER, Circuit Judge. This writ 
of error challenges a judgment for the de- 
fendant in a civil action to recover a penalty 
for an alleged violation of the safety appliance 
law of Congress embodied in Act March 2, 
1893, c. 196, 27 Stat. 531 (U. S. Comp. St. 1901, 
p. 3174), Act April 1, 1896, c.: 87, 29 Stat. 85, 
and Act March 2, 1903, c. 976, 32 Stat. 943 (U. 
S. Comp. St. Supp. 1907, p. 885). Stripped of 
matters about which there is no controversy 
here, the violation charged consisted in haul- 
ing a car, in the usual course of transportation, 
when one of the couplers thereon was broken 
and inoperative, so that it could not be coupled 
or uncoupled without the necessity of a man 
going between the ends of the cars. The trial 
was to a jury, and the single question pre 
sented to us is whether or not the duty of the 
defendant, in respect of the maintenance of 
the coupler in an operative condition, was cor- 
rectly stated in the portion of the court’s 
charge, which reads: “The act, however, must 
necessarily have a reasonable construction. 
These couplings will get out of repair, and It 
takes time to repair them. It takes time to 
discover whether or not they are out of repair. 
It is the duty of the railway companies to use 
prudence and the ordinary diligence of a bust- 
mess man, keeping in view the purposes of 
the act, to keep these’ couplings in repair. 
* * * -And it is for you to determine in this 
case whether or not the defendant used reason- 
able care in ascertaining whether the car was 
in good repair, and then, again, whether the 
defendant used reasonable care in putting the 
coupler in good repair, after it ascertained 
that it was out of repair. If you find that it 
did use reasonable care in both instances, then 
it is not liable, and you should return a verdict 
in favor of the defendant; otherwise, you 
should find for the United States.” 
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Applying to the evidence the law as so in- 
terpreted,- the jury returned a verdict for the 
defendant, which the court declined to disturb 
upon a motion for a new trial. United States 
v. Atchison, etc., Ry., (D. C.), 150 Fed. 442. 
That the interpretation of this law of Congress 
has been attended with difficulty is attested by 
many varying opinions in the reported cases, 
and that there are considerations tending to 
sustain the construction placed upon it by the 
District Court is attested by the opinion ren- 
dered upon the motion for a new trial and by 
the sustaining opinions in other cases, notably 
St. Louis & S. F. Ry. Co. v. Delk (C. C. A.) 158 
Fed. 931; but, as we read the opinion of the 
Supreme Court in the more recent case of St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Ry. Co. v. 
Taylor, 210 U. S. 281, 28 Sup. Ct. 616, 52 L. 
Ed. , 8. c. 71 Ark. 445, 78 S. W. 220; 83 Ark. 
591, 98 S. W. 959, it is now authoritatively 
settled that the duty of the railway company 
‘in situations where the congressional law is 
applicable is not that of exercising reasonable 
care in maintaining the prescribed safety ap- 
pliance in operative condition, but is absolute. 
In that case the common-law rules in respect 
of the exercise of reasonable care by the mas- 
ter and of the non-liability of the master for 
the negligence of a fellow servant were in- 
voked by the railway company, and were held 
by the court to be superseded by the statute; 
it being said in that connection (page 294 of 
210 U. S., page 620 of 28 Sup. Ct. [52 Il. 
Ed.——]): “In deciding the questions thus 
raised, upon which the courts have differed 
(St. Louis & S. F. Ry. v. Delk [C. C. A.] 158 
Fed. 931), we need not enter into the wilder- 
ness of cases upon the common-law duty of 
the employer to use reasonable care to furnish 
his employees reasonably safe tools, machinery, 
and appliances, or consider when or how far 
that duty may be performed by delegating it 
to suitable persons for whose default the em- 
ployer is not responsible. In the case before 
us the liability of the defendant does not grow 
out of the common-law duty of master to ser- 
vant. The Congress, not satisfied with the 
common law duty and its resulting liability, 
has prescribed and defined the duty by 
statute. We have nothing to do but to 
ascertain and declare the meaning of a few 
simple words in which the duty is prescribed. 
It is enacted that ‘no cars, either loaded or 
unloaded, shall be used in interstate traffic 
which do not comply with the standard.’ There 
is no escape from the meaning of these words. 
Explanation cannot clarify them, and ought not 


to be employed to confuse them or lessen their 
significance. The obvious purpose of the Legis- 
lature was to supplant the qualified duty of 
the common law with an absolute duty deemed 
by it more just.” 








While the defective appliance in that case 
was a drawbar, and not a coupler, and the 
action was one to recover damages for the 
death of an employee, and not a penalty, we 
perceive nothing in these differences which dis- 
tinguishes that case from this. As respects 
,the nature of the duty placed upon the railway 
company, section 5, relating to drawbars, is 
the same as section 2, relating to couplers, and 
section 6, relating to the penalty, is expressed 
in terms which embrace every violation of 
any provision of the preceding sections. In- 
deed, a survey of the entire statute leaves no 
room to doubt that all violations thereof are 
put in the same category, and that whatever 
properly would be deemed a violation in an 
action to recover for personal injuries is to be 
deemed equally a violation in an action to re- 
cover a penalty. 

Because, in view of the later decision in the 
Taylor Case, the instruction before quoted did 
not embody a correct statement of the law, the 
judgment is reversed with a direction to grant 
a new trial. 


Note.—E-tent of Railroad’s Liability for Fail- 
ure to Comply with Provisions of the Federal 
Safety Appliance Act—Many difficult questions 
have arisen concerning the proper construction 
of what is known as the safety appliance act, re- 
quiring railroads to equip all their rolling stock 
with automatic couplers and continuous brakes. 

Liberal Versus Strict Construction.—While 
this statute is penal and in derogation of the 
common law, it is not to be construed so strictly 
as to defeat the obvious intention of Congress as 
found in the language actually used according to 
its true and obvious meaning. Johnson v. South- 
ern Pacific Co., 196 U. S. 1. Or in other werds, 
a statute such as this, is to be construed so as to 
prevent the mischief and advance the remedy so 
far as the words fairly permit. Chicago, etc., 
R. R. v. Voelker, 129 Fed. 522. 

But in the case of United States y. Illinois Cen- 
tral R. R., 156 Fed. 182, the court held that the 
safety appliance act was a criminal statute and is 
to be construed as such and in suits by the 
government to inflict the penalty thereunder the 
offense must be proven beyond a_ reasonable 
doubt. It would seem, however, that in view of 
a recent decision of the supreme court (Taylor 
Case, 210 U. S. 281), this holding is erroneous. 

The Question of Interstate Commerce.—What 
cars are engaged in interstate commerce, making 
necessary .the equipment required by statute? 
The Supreme Court of the United States 
has held that a dining-car regularly en- 
gaged in interstate traffic does not cease to 
be so when waiting for the train to make 
the next trip. The argument here is that an 
“empty” or “idle” car standing in some “local” 
yard is not to be measured as to its interstate char- 
acter by the same standards as determine the 
interstate commerce character of ordinary mer- 
chandise (116 U. S. 517), but a presumption of 
the interstate character of cars used by interstate 
carriers follows cars “used in moving interstate 
commerce, which have stopped temporarily in 
making its trip between two points in different 





Vol. 67 


CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 477 








epeaaa 





states.” Johnson v. Southern Pacific Co., 196 U. 
S. 1. See also Voelker yv. Railway Co., 116 Fed. 
867. 7o L. R. A. 264, where the language of 
Justice Shiras in arguing that “empty” cars are 
within the meaning of the statute is specially 
quoted with approval by the supreme court in the 
Johnson case. 

Where a car loaded with lumber and shipped 
from another state had not been delivered to 
the consignee at the time it was stopped in a rail- 
road yard at destination and placed on a side- 
track for repairs to the automatic coupler, the 
stoppage in the yard was an incident to the trans- 
portation, so that the car was still engaged in 
interstate commerce within the meaning of the 
safety appliance act. St. Louis & San Fran- 
cisco R. R. Co. v, Delk, 158 Fed. 931. 

So also it has been held that the provision of 
the safety appliance act applies to a car designed 
for interstate traffic, though at the time being 
hauled “empty.” Voelker v. Railroad Co., 116 
Fed. 867. See also U. S. v. Ill. Cent. Ry. Co., 
156 Fed. 182; U. S. v. Railroad, 162 Fed. 185. It 
is also held that a car destined for a distant point 
in another state is still in interstate commerce 
though transit may be temporarily suspended. 
Chicago, etc., R. R. v. Walker, 129 Fed. 522. 

What are “Cars” Within the Meaning of the 
Act?—It has been held that locomotive: engines 


are included by the words “any car” contained in ° 


the second section of the act. Johnson v. South- 
ern Pacific Co., 196 U. S. 1. The argument there 
is that although locomotives are also required 
by the first section of the act to be equipped 
with power driving wheel brakes, the rule that 
the expression of one thing excludes others does 
not apply, inasmuch as there was a special reason 
for that requirement and in addition the same 
necessity for automatic couplers existed as to 
them as in respect to other cars. 

Style and Character of Couplings Used.—It 
has been held that the equipment of cars with 
automatic couplers which will not automatically 
couple with each other so as to render it un- 
necessary for men to go. between the cars to 
couple and uncouple is not a compliance with 
the law. Johnson yv. Southern Pacific Co., 196 
U. S. 1. See also: U. S. v. L. & N. Railroad, 
162 Fed. 185. And it has also been held that 
this test, to-wit, whether the person operating the 
coupler is required to go between the ends of the 
cars, applies to the act of coupling as well as 
that of uncoupling. Chicago, Milwaukee & St. 
Paul R. R. Co. v. Voelker, 129 Fed. 522. In 
this last case the coupler had become so defective 
that the lever would not lift the pin from the 
socket and the knuckle could not be drawn open 
by leaning toward the coupler and using one 
hand, but required the presence of the operator’s 
entire body between the ends of the cars. 

It had also been held that under the act of 
1893, requiring draw-bars, when cars are empty, 
to be 34% inches above the rails, with a maxi- 
mum variation, loaded or unloaded, in the height 
downwards of 3 inches, does not require that the 
variation shall be proportioned to the loads or 
that a fully loaded car shall exhaust the entire 
variation. St, Louis, etc., R. R. v. Taylor, 210 
U.S. 281. : 

It has been held that each car is to be con- 
sidered separately and shall each be equipped with 
automatic couplers in operative condition at both 
ends. U. S. v. Philadelphia, etc. R. R., 160 Fed. 
606. 





Subsequent Care, Repair and Operation, of 
Couplings.—Some difference of opinion exists on 
this phase of the question. It has been held that 
while the safety appliance act imposes on the 
carrier the absolute duty of equipping its cars 
with automatic couplers in the first instance, and 
thereafter keep them so equipped, the carrier is 
only required to use reasonable care, after the 
cars have been so equipped, to keep such couplers 
in repair. St. Louis & San Francisco R. R. Co. 
v. Delk, 158 Fed. 931. To same effect: 
Missouri, etc. R. R. v. Brinkmeier (Kans.), 93 
Pac. 621. 

But it has also been held that this duty is an 
absolute one and that it is not a defense that de- 
fendant exercised reasonable care and diligence 
to keep the coupling apparatus on its cars in 
repair. United States v. Southern Railway Co., 
135 Fed. 122. It was further held in this case 
that, placing an “M. C. B.” defect card upon a 
car, and noting on such car defects forbidden by 
the safety appliance act which is notice to all 
connecting lines that the defendant sent the car 
out defective, and that other lines using the car 
would not have to account to defendant for the 
defects noted is a deliberate violation of the 
statute and a defiance of the law. 

The case of United States v. Atchison, Topeka 
& Santa Fe Ry. Co., 150 Fed. 442, takes the 
opposite position, holds that this act being penal 
should not be strictly construed against the de- 
fendant and that a mere failure of defendant rail- 
road company’s inspectors on first inspecting the 
car. before delivering it to a connecting carrier 
to discover that the chain attached to the lever 
by which the automatic coupler was broken, the 
same having been discovered and repaired on a 
subsequent inspection before delivery to the. con- 
necting carrier, did not constitute a violation of 
the act. 

It is well to distinguish the last two cases, 
where the United States sues to recover the pen- 
alty provided for failure to keep couplers on 
cars used in interstate traffic in repair, and cases 
like the Voelker case, which is a suit for person- 
al injuries occasioned by the use of such defective 
couplers. In the first case no one is injured and 
the courts seem inclined not to impose the duty 
in such a case as an absolute one, while in the 
second class of cases the fact that the cause of 
the injury was the defective coupler is sufficient 
to hold the defendant liable. 

The rule is otherwise stated as follows: Where 
an automatic coupler is out of repair for a length 
of time reasonably sufficient to have it repaired, 
the railroad is absolutely liable for all injuries 
which may occur. Elmore v. Railroad, 130 N. 
Car. 506. Otherwise, not. United States v. 
Ill. Cent. Ry. Co., 156 Fed. 182. 

It would seem, however, that this question has 
been settled ‘by the supreme court in the recent 
case of St. Louis, etc, R. R. v. Taylor, 210 U. 
S. 281, 28 Sup. Ct. 616, where it was distinctly 
held that the safety appliance act supplants the 
common law rule of reasonable care on the part 
of the employer as to providing the appliances 
defined and specified therein, and imposes on 
interstate carriers an absolute duty, under which 
duty the defense of reasonable care is unavailable. 
See also to same effect: U. S. v. Railroad, 162 
Fed. 405. 

Where cars become defective while moving in- 
terstate traffic, the railroad must use reasonable 
diligence to discover the defects and repair same 
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at once or at the nearest point where it can be 
done, U.S. vy. Great Western Ry. Co., 162 Fed. 
1052. It has been held that where there has been 
a “rest” for one hour, the railroad is negligent 
in again moving the car without repairing coup- 
ler. United States v. Philadelphia, etc., R. R., 
160 Fed. 696. 

In regard to the operation of proper couplings 
it has been held that the safety appliance act can- 
not be construed so as to require that the equip- 
ment shall in fact be efficiently operated by those 
in charge of the train. 

Proximate Cause, Assumption of Risk and 
Other Defenses—It has been held that the fail- 
ure to equip a car with a coupler, coupling auto- 
matically, by reason of which a car coupler was 
obliged to go between the cars, is a proximate 
cause of the accident, though the cars were forced 
together by the negligent kicking of other cars 
against them. Voelker y. Railroad, 116 Fed. 867. 

On the question of assumption of risk it is to 
be noted that the act itself (sec, 8), specially pro- 
vides that one injured by a defective coupler 
shall not be deemed to have assumed the risk 
though he continue in the employment of the 
railroad company after knowledge of the use of 
such defective couplers. Under this section it has 
been held that a switchman engaged in handling 
a freight car having a defective coupler, on a 
track principally used for handling freight trains, 
though sometimes used to handle cars in need of 
repairs, did not assume the risk arising from the 
defect in the coupler; the car not having been 
marked or isolated as one in bad repair, and its 
movement at the time not being with a view to 
its isolation or repair. Chicago, etc., R. R. v. 
Voelker, 129 Fed. 522. 

In regard to the defense of contributory negli- 
gence, it is to be observed that the failure to 
equip or keep in repair automatic couplers on all 
rolling stock amounts to a continuing negligence 
on the part of the railroad company and that 
therefore there can be no contributory negligence 
which will discharge its liability to an employee 
injured while coupling such defective cars, EI- 
more v. Railroad, 130 N. Car. 506. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 





SUPERIOR RIGHT OF PARENT TO CUSTODY 
OF MINOR CHILD. 
Editor of the Central Law Journal: 

Apropos of your editorial on the “Superior 
Right of a Parent to the Custody of a Minor 
Child” found in your issue of the 11th instant, 
let me refer your readers to an interesting and 
comprehensive discussion of the whole subject 
by the Supreme Court of Wisconsin, reported in 
the case of Merkwell v. Pereles and found in 
the 95 Wis. 406. In that case it appeared that 
the father was of apparent ample financial] ablil- 
ity to support his child. And the fact that tne 
father was of a cold and unsympathetic nature 
could not, in the mind of the court, operate to 
deny him the custody of his child. 

The relation of parent and child with partic- 
ular reference to the custody of the child, is 
treated exhaustively. So much so that the case 
must be regarded as a leading one on the sub- 





ject. The late Mr. Justice Pinney wrote the 
decision for the court, which was unanimous. 
Very truly yours, 
DUANE MOWRY. 
Milwaukee, Wis. 








JETSAM AND FLOTSAM. 


WHERE THE CAUSE OF ACTION RETURNS 
TO LIFE. 

Through the courtesy of one of our esteemed 
correspondents, we publish below a motion to 
dismiss a suit on an insurance policy filed No- 
vember 17, 1908, in the District Court of Wapel- 
lo County, lowa, to-wit: 

Comes now Smith & Lewis, attorneys for 
plaintiff, and shows to the court that this is an 
action upon a life insurance policy based upom 
the belief that the assured, Andrew Olson, was 
dead. As shown in the petition he had disap- 
peared from Ottumwa some thirteen years ago, 
and for the past eight or ten years he has not 
been heard from and his whereabouts unknown; 
diligent search had been made for him without 
results, and so plaintiff concluded that he had 
passed to that bourne whence no traveler re- 
turns. She caused letters of administration to 
issue upon his estate as dead and brought this 
action, but the said Andrew Olson is not dead 
at all, though this court has solemnly recorded 
that he was dead. In short, the said Andrew 
has returned from the said bourne and is here 
on earth in the flesh, and so far as we can see 
he is likely to continue in this vale of tears for 
many moons to come. Under these circum- 
stances it would be hard for us to convince a 
jury that the vlaintiff should recover. In fact, 
she does not want to recover. To confess, she 
is the first client that we have ever had to 
sincerely rejoice at defeat. And now we ask 
leave of court to dismiss this case without pre- 
judice to our rights to reinstate at some future 
time, should that time ever come when we are 
cock sure that Andy is dead. 

SMITH & LEWIS. 








HUMOR OF THE LAW. 


Judge—Mr. State’s Attorney, before you can 
introduce this* witness you must show the loss 
of the record. 

State’s Attorney—I presume your honor was 
aware of the fact that the records of Marion 
County were burned. . 

Judge—As a private citizen I do know the 
fact. but as the court I do not, and you must 
put the proof of the fact into your case. 

State’s Attorney—Well, your honor, it strikes 
me a little singular that your honor knows 
something off the bench, and don’t know any- 
thing on it. 


“What are they moving the church for?” 

“Well, stranger, I’m mayor of these diggin’s, 
an’ I’m fer law enforcement. We've got an or- 
dinance what says no saloon shall be nearer 
than three hundred feet from a church. I give 
‘em three days to move the church,” 
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Nebraska ...... 78 

Nevada................ 67, 74, 104 

New York....1, 21, 22, a 42, 55, 68, 95, 98, 118, 121 


, 51, 61, 66, 838, 99, 101, 109 
South Dakota 71 











Texas....11, 13, 30, 38, 44, 50, 53, 60, 64, 65, 72, 82, 
108, 116, 124, 125. 
United .e Cc. Cc 84, 87 
Ae GO a aS. 14, 15, 19, is. "89, 107 
ag States D. C................. 9, 10, 12, 16, 18, 20, 69 
Utah .......... “s 88 
Washington.....................-...222....-.0--. 35, 52, 86, 91, 100 


1. Appeal and Error—Excessive Damages.— 
Where the damages for personal injuries are ex- 
cessive, the court may reverse unless plaintiff 
will stipulate to reduce the verdict.—Weinert 
v. Merchants’ & Shippers’ Warehouse Co., 112 
N. Y. Supp. 123. 

2. Hypothetical Questions.—Exclusion of 
hypothetical questions to expert witness held 
to be presumed to be prejudicial error, where 
both parties below assumed that the answer 
would be favorable to the party asking the 
question.—Ross v. Schrieves, Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 
468. 

3. Offer of Proof.—Error cannot be predi- 
cated on the refusal of the court to permit wit- 
nesses to answer as to particular matter, where 
no offer was made to show what the witnesses 
would answer.—St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. 
v. Myzell, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 203. 

4. Suspensive Appeal.—Where a suspensive 

appeal is allowed from a judgment for money, 
and it is dismissed for failure to furnish bond, 
no appeal from the judgment of dismissal can 
suspend the execution of the judgment origin- 
ally appealed from.—Reynolds v. Egan, La., 47 
So. Rep. 371. 
Verdicts.—Where the trial court ap- 
proves the amount of a verdict, the appellate 
court will not disturb it if not grossly dis- 
proportionate to the injury.—Gerhart v. Metro- 
politan St. Ry. Co., Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 12. 

6. Assignment for Benefit of Creditors—Sale 
by Trustees.—That trustees under a deed and 
assignment for the benefit of creditors did not 
advertise the property held no ground for 
avoiding their sale-—Whitman vy. McIntyre, 
Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 426. 

7. Attorney and Client—Compensation for 
Services Rendered.—If an attorney’s compensa- 
tion is stipulated, and he without just cause 
abandons his client before the proceeding for 
which he was employed has been conduced to a 
termination, he forfeits his right to compensa- 
tion for services rendered.—Young v. Lanznar, 
Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 17. 

8. Batlment—Gratuitous Bailment.—A deposit 
of $1,000, made by plaintiff with his brother, 
placed in an envelope marked as plaintiff’s prop- 

















erty and put in a safe is a gratuitous bailment, 
entailing no liability except for gross negli- 
gence.—Stevens v. Stevens, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 
35. 

9. Bankruptcy—Agreements Made Before 
Four Months Period.—The fact that a transfer 
of property by a bankrupt to a creditor to be 
applied on an antecedent debt made within 
four months prior to the bankruptcy, was pur- 
suant to an agreement made before the four- 
month period, will not prevent its recovery 
by his trustee.—Vitzthum v. Large, U. S. D. CG, 
N. D. N. Y., 162 Fed. Rep. 685. 

10.—Concealment of Property.—The omis- 
sion by a bankrupt from his schedules, under 
advice of counsel, of property claimed by an- 
other and the ownership of which was at least 
doubtful, cannot be held to be such a fraudu- 
lent concealment as to bar his right to a dis- 
charve.—In re Alleman, U. 8S. D. C., N. D. Pa. 
162 Fed. Rep. 693. 

11. Discharge.—A discharge in bankruptcy 
not pleaded as a defense in a. suit involving 
liabilities cut off by the discharge held not a 
defense to the execution sale under a judg- 
ment rendered in such suit.—Stone vy. Schneider- 
Davis Co., Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 133. 

12. Exemptions.—Under Code Civ. Proc. 
Neb. sec. 530. a bankrupt who is a dealer in 
eggs and poultry is entitled to hold as exempt 
as tools and instruments of his business a 
horse, harness, and wagon used in gathering 
such produce, and the appliances necessary to 
be used in conducting his business.—In re Con- 
ley, U. S. D. C.. D. Neb., 162 Fed. Rep. 806. 

13. Exemptions.—Furniture, such as dish- 
es, counters, stools, ranges, and the like, used 
in conducting a restaurant, is not exempt from 
forced sale under Rev. St. 1895, art. 2397, subd. 
3, exempting all “tools, apparatus and books, 
belonging to any trade or profession.’’—Stone 
v. Schneider-Davis Co., Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 133. 

14. Frivolous Appeal.—A second appeal in 
a bankruptcy proceeding, raising the same ques- 
tion determined in a former appeal, would be 
dismissed as frivolous.—In re Kehler, U. S. G 
C. of App., Second Circuit, 16% Fed. Rep. 674. 

15. Involuntary Proceedings.—A court of 
bankruptcy held to have jurisdiction to proceed 
with the hearing of a petition in involuntary 
bankruptcy where the alleged bankrupt failed 
to comply with orders for the amendment of 
pleadings, or to appear in response to an order 
to show cause.—Young & Holland Co. v. Brande 
Bros., U. 8S. C. C. of App., First Circuit, 162 Fed. 
Rep. 663. 

16. Jurisdiction.—A District Court as a 
court of bankruptcy has jurisdiction of a suit 
in equity by a trustee in bankruptcy of a cor- 
poration against a number of defendants to re- 
cover unpaid subscriptions to the stock of. the 
corporation; such suit being one which could 
not have been maintained by the bankrupt.— 
Skillin v. Magnus, U. 8S. D. C., N. D. N. Y., 162 
Fed. Rep. 689. 

17. Preferences,—Release of a bankrupt’s 
right of redemption from a deed to land which 
was in fact a mortgage, where the value of the 
land was less than the amount of the debt, held 
not to create a fraudulent preference.—Sears v. 
Gilman, Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 466. 

18. Provable Debts.—A note given by @ 
bankrupt corporation to a stockholder for mon- 
ey borrowed with which to effect a composition, 
and which was so used, is not without consider- 
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ation, and may be proved as a debt in a second 
bankruptcy proceeding.—In re C. H. Bennett 
Shoe Co., U. S. D. C., D.” Conn., 162 Fed. Rep. 
691. 

19. Questions Not Raised at Trial.—The 
capacity of a bankrupt’s trustee to sue, not 
having been challenged in the trial court, can- 
not be raised on appeal.—Knapp v. Milwaukee 
Trust Co., U. S. Cc. C. of App., Seventh Circuit, 
162 Fed. Rep. 675. 

20. Surcharging Account.—A _ receiver’ in 
bankruptcy held properly surcharged with the 
amount realized from the sale of fixtures of one 
of the bankrupt’s places of business, but not for 
the value of supplies on hand, nor for the dif- 
ference between the appraised and sale value 
of the fixtures in another place of business be- 
longing to the estate.—In re Consumers’ Coffee 
Co., U. S. D. C., E. D. Pa., 162 Fed. Rep. 786. 

21. Banks and Banking—Forged Checks.— 
Where a party forging a check was a stranger 
to the drawee and the person receiving the 
money on the check, and they were equally in- 
nocent, the drawee must stand the loss.—Trust 
Co. of America v. Hamilton Bank of New York 
City, 112 N. Y. Supp. 84. 

22. Bills and Notes—Bona Fide Purchaser of 
Forged Note.—Where the indorsement of the 
payee of a bill of exchange has been forged, 
subsequent holders obtain no title to it, and 
payments made to one holding under such forg- 
ed indorsement may be recovered.—Trust Co. 
of North America v. Hamilton Bank of New 
York City, 112 N. Y. Supp. 84. 

23. Notice of Dishonor.—An owner of a 
note who has placed the same with another for 
collection held not bound either to personally 
notify the indorser of dishonor, or to make 
inquiries as to where the indorser received his 
mail.—Vogel v. Starr, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 27. 

24. Boundaries—Establishment.—Where a 
lost corner cannot be definitely established by 
other means, the original location, as shown by 
Surveys based on other established corners of 











the same original survey, should control.— 
Leathers v. Oberlander, Iowa, 117 N. W. Rep. 
30. ° 

25. Carriers—Contributory Negligence.—In 


an action for injury to a passenger caused by 
a jerking of a caboose, whether she was guilty 
of contributory negligence in going out on the 
back platform held for the jury.—St. Louis, I. 
M. & S. Ry. Co. v. Richardson, Ark., 112 S. W. 
Rep. 212. 

26. Emergency.—In the sudden and unex- 
pected starting of a street car while a passen- 
ger is attempting to board, there is presented 
an emerrency; an “emergency” being a sudden 
or unexpected happening or occasion ‘calling 
for immediate action.—Burger v. Omaha & C. 
B. St. Ry. Co., Iowa, 117 N. W. Rep. 35. 

27. Liability as Warehouseman.—Where 
goods are delivered to a carrier not for im- 
mediate transportation, the carrier’s liability 
is measured by the principles governing a de- 
positary or bailee.—St. Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. 
Co. v. Citizens’ Bank of Little Rock, Ark., 112 
S. W. Rep. 154. 

28. Chattel Mortgages—Seizure of Inter- 
mingled Logs.—Where a mortgagee of logs seiz- 
ed the mortgaged logs and others belonging to 
another, it was not liable to the mortgagor or 
his assignee for any of its acts with reference 
to the logs not mortgaged.—Croze v. St. Mary’s 
Canal Mineral Land Co., Mich., 117 N. W. Rep. 
81. 














29. Compromise and Settlement—Validity of 
Agreement.—Validity of contract of compromise 
by which disinherited heir promised not to con- 
test will in consideration of sharing estate held 
not to depend upon showing that the disinherit- 
ed heir had a fair chance of success in contest- 
ing the will.—Blount v. Dillaway, Mass., 85 N. 
E. Rep. 477. 

30. Constitutional Law — Construction.— 
Where a statute or constitution, after hav- 
ing been construed, is re-enacted without mate- 
rial change, such construction becomes a part 
thereof.—Pittman v. Byars, Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 








102. ; 

31. Delegation of Legislative Powers.— 
Laws 1905, p. 408, c. 273, authorizing detach- 
ment of agricultural lands from villages, held 
unconstitutional as a delegation of legislative 
power to the courts.—In re Brenke, Minn., 
117 N. W. Rep. 157. 

32. Due Process of Law.—Code Civ. Proc. 
Sec. 438, authorizing substituted service in an 


action against a foreign corporation, is not a 
violation of Const. U. S. Amend. 14, as not due 


process of law.—Grant v. Greene, 111 N. Y. 
Supp. 1089. 
33. Regulation of Insurance.—St. 1907, p. 





895, c. 576, Sec. 75, held not unconstitutional as 
conferring on the insurance commissioner pow- 
er to pass on forms of insurance policies to be 
issued in the state-——New York Life Ins, Co. v. 
Hardison, Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 410. 

34. Contracts—Breach of Contract.—Plaintiff, 
though declaring on a building contract, may re- 
cover only on the account annexed, and defend- 
ant not having been deprived of the protection 
and benefit of the contract, the amount recover- 
able is limited to the agreed price, after deduct- 
ing payments and damages suffered because of 
plaintiff’s breach.—Norcross Bros. Co, v. Vose, 
Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 468. 

35. Stipulations in Building Contracts.— 
Where a remedy for the happening of a con- 
dition has been provided for in the contract, 
the presumption is that the parties intended 
the prescribed remedy as the sole remedy.— 
Goss v. Northern Pac. Hospital Assn. of Tacoma, 
Wash., 96 Pac. Rep. 1078. 

36. Corporations—Articles of Incorporation. 
—Articles authorizing a corporation to engage 
in the business of rendering public service in 
the municipality do not authorize the corpora- 
tion to use privileges and franchises that may 
be conferred by the municipality.—State_y. Tam- 
pa Waterworks Co., Fla., 47 So. Rep. 358. 

37. Sale of Stock.—Where the seller of 
corporate stock guaranteed “that the liabili- 
ties of said’ company “do not exceed by more 
than $100” a certain amount, he was liable 
thereon for the amount of the excess of liabili- 
ties over that set forth less $100.—Childs v. 
Krey, Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 442. 

38. Unpaid Stock Subscription.—The un- 
paid subscriptions of corporate stock form a 
part of the assets of the corporation to which 
the holders of its bonds may look for satis- 
faction of their claims.—United States & Mexi- 
can Trust Co. v. Delaware Western Const. Co., 
Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 447. 

39. Costs—Tender.—A justice’s docket held 
to show a valid tender so that on plaintiff’s 
failure to recover more than the sum tendered 
on an appeal to the circuit court costs should 
have been taxed against him.—Shafstall_ v. 
Downey, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 176. 


40. Counties—Liability for Torts.—A county 
is not liable for, the tortious acts of its officers 
even when engaged in the performance of their 
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duties, unless made so by statute.—Talbott v. 
Board of Com’rs. of St. Joseph County, Ind., 
85 N. E. Rep. 376. 

41. Courts—Priority of Jurisdiction.—A fed- 
eral court of equity which has acquired juris- 
diction to administer the property of an insol- 
vent corporation by taking possession of the 
same by its receivers in an appropriate suit is 
not deprived of such jurisdiction by a subse- 
quent dissolution of the judgment of a state 
court.—Robinson v. Mutual Reserve Life Ins. 
Co., U. S. Cc. C., S. D. N. ¥., 162 Fed. Rep. 794. 


42.-—'Transitory Actions.—The courts of New 
York are open to all suitors, and will enforce 
transitory rights of action where the liability 
asserted is recognized by the common law, is 
contractual in its nature, and is not violative 
of the state’s public policy.—Hutchinson v. 
Ward, N. Y., 85 N. E. Rep. 890. 

43. Criminal Law-——Res Gestae.—In a prose- 
cution for perjury in support of W.’s homestead 
claim, declarations of W. indicating nonresi- 
dence during the time defendant testified W. 
continuously resided on the homestead was ad- 
missible as res gestae.—Barnard vy. United 
States. U. S. C. C. of App., Ninth Circuit, 162 
Fed. Rep. 618. 


44. Criminal Trial—Degree of Offense.— 
Where a person is acquitted of a higher grade 
of an offense, such acquittal only bars a sub- 
sequent conviction for the degree of the of- 
fense for which he was acquitted on any higher 
grade.—Burnett v. State, Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 
74. 

45. Curtesy—Equitv of Redemption.—A hus- 
band has curtesy of trust as well as of legal 
estates and of an equity of redemption in mort- 
gaged premises.—Jackson v. Becktold Printing 
and Book Mfg. Co., Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 161. 

46. Damages—<Action for Breach.—In an ac- 
tion for breach of defendant’s contract to fur- 
nish plaintiff with motive power to operate his 
threshing machine during the season, testimony 
as to what plaintiff would have earned if he 
had been furnished power as agreed held ad- 
missible under the allegations of the complaint. 
—Hoskins v. Scott, Or., 96 Pac. Rep. 1112. 

47. Punitive Damages.—The element of 
willfulness or conscious indifference to conse- 
quences from which malice may be inferred is 
nece sary to sustain an action for punitive dam- 
ages.—St. Louis Southwestern Ry. Co. v. -My- 
zell, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 203. 

48. Dedication—Reversion.—Where land has 
been dedicated to the public for cemetery pur- 
poses, if there be an abandonment of the grave- 
yard, the right of the public, which is in the 
nature of an easement, ceases, and the land re- 
verts to the original owner or his grantees.— 
Tracy v. Bittle, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 45. 

49. Dismissal and Noeonsuit—Setting -Aside 
Dismissal.—The court has the power to review 
the action of the clerk in entering a dismissal, 
and if plaintiff nas not in default in serving a 
copy of the cause of action the court may va- 
cate the order of dismissal and reinstate the 
cause.—Poppell v. Culpepper, Fla., 41 So. Rep. 
351. 

50. Divoree—Custody of Children.—A judg- 
ment of divorce awarding to the wife the cus- 
tody of .the children held a mere judicial deter- 
mination that she shall have the preference 
legal right to their custody.—Sykes v. Speer, 
Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 422. 

§1. Desertion.—It is essential to desertion 











as a ground for divorce that the deserted one 
has not acquiesced in the separation and that 
it is against his sincere desire.—Luper vy. Luper, 
Or., 96 Pac. Rep. 1099. 


52. Disposition of Property.—A married 
woman abandoned by her husband held entitled 
to acquire a domicile elsewhere than in the 
state where their domicile was at the time of 
her abandonment and obtain:-a divorce in the 
courts of such new domicile.—Buckley v. Buck- 
ley, Wash., 96 Pac. Rep. 1079. 


53. Homestead.—The duty of a husband 
to support his children, notwithstanding a di- 
vorce awarding to the wife the custody of the 
,children, held to constitute the husband and 
children, when living together, a family en- 
titled to a homestead.—Sykes vy. Speer, Tex., 
112 S. W. Rep. 422. 


54, Ejectment—Defenses.—A landowner who 
stands by and sees a railroad constructed on 
his land by a company having the power of 
eniinent domain without preventing the con- 
struction acquiesces therein and cannot recover 
the land in ejectment.—Union Sawmill Co. v. 
Felsenthal Land & Townsite Co., Ark., 112 S. 
W. Rep. 205. 


55. Eminent Domain—Injury to Surrounding 
Land.—The use of soft coal in a municipal 
pumping plant, to the serious injury to property 
in the neighborhood, held to constitute an ap- 
propriation of such property for which the own- 
ers thereof may recover damages.—Gordon v. 
Village of Silver Creek, 112 N. Y. Supp. 54. 

56. Equity—Scope of Review.—Where a mas- 
ter properly itemized his claim for taking testi- 
mony, but made a further claim for “hearing 
arguments and examining questions in issue 
and reporting conclusions thereon,” the latter 
claim was improperly allowed, in that it failed 
to show the time necessarily employed.—Wirz- 
bicky v. Dranicki, Ill., 85 N. E. Rep. 396. 

57. Estoppel—Bills and Notes.—In an action 
by a wife for conversion of a note, payable to 
her and transferred by her husband without 
her authority, held, that she was not estopped 
to claim the note.—McMahon v. Welsh, Mo., 112 
S. W. Rep. 43. 

58. Ewvidence—Speed of Automobile.—Where 
a witness noticed the speed of an automobile 
when about one hundred feet from the place 
where it collided with a bicyclist, his testimony 
that it was then going at a lively gait was not 
incompetent on the question of the speed of 
the automobile at the place of collision.—Olsen 
v. Levy, Cal., 97 Pac. Rep. ‘76. . 

59. Value of Property.—Upon the question 
as to the value of certain property, an expert 
witness whose business was determining the 
value of similar property, and trading in it, 
could be examined as to values by hypothetical 
questions, though he never saw the particular 
property.—Ross v. Schrieves, Mass., 85 N. E. 
Rep. 468. 

60. Execution—Validity of Sale-——The failure 
of an execution to state correctly the amount of 
the iudgment and the costs is an irregularity 
which may justify the setting aside of the sale 
when sought in a direct action for that purpose, 
but does not render the sale void, and it can- 
not be attacked collaterally.—Sykes vy. Speer, 
Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 422. 

61. Executors and Administrators—Settle- 
ment of Claims.—At common law an executor 
and administrator has absolute power of dis- 
posal of the personal effects of decedent and 
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may compromise any claim.—Olston v. Oregon 
Water Power & Ry. Co., Or., 96 Pac. Rep. 1095. 

62. Fraud—Evidence.—Where, in an action 
for fraud, there was no proof that the repre- 
sentations made were not literally true, or 
that stock for which certain notes were given 
was not worth its face value or that the notes 





were misapplied, plaintiff could not recover.— 
Sheets v. Christie, Iowa, 117 N. W. Rep. 29. 
63.— Means of Knowledge of Parties.—The 


rule that mere false assertions as to the value 
of property, where no warranty is intended, 
does not constitute actionable fraud, does not 
apply where the parties have not equal oppor- 
tunities to form and exercise their own judg- 
ment.—Fall v. Hornbeck, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 41. 

64. Habeas Corpus—Conclusiveness.—A judg- 
ment on first application for habeas corpus to 
obtain custody of a child held not res judicata 
of a second application where there has been a 


material change of facts.—Pittman v. Byars, 
Tex.. 112 S. W. Rep. 102. 
65. Homicide—Communicated Threats.—If 


threats alleged to have been made by one per- 
son against another are communicated to the 
other, though ‘not true, and he believes them 
and that the person made them, he will be justi- 
fied in acting the same as if they had been in 
fact made.—Huddleston vy. State, Tex., 112 S. 
W. Rep. 64. 

66. Dying Declarations.—To render a state- 
ment of a decedent competent as dying declara- 
tion, it is not necessary to show that he expres- 
sed a belief in the near approach of death, 
where his condition of mind is made apparent 
from his conduct and surrounding circumstan- 
ces.—State v. Ju Nun, Or., 97 Pac. Rep. 96. 


67. Husband and Wife—Community Property. 
—Where community property was used as a 
lodging house, the fact that the wife was at- 
tending to the business, with the approval of 
the husband, did not confer on her the power 
to sell the furniture or rent the premises.— 
Travers v. Barrett, Nev., 97 Pac. Rep. 126. 

68. Indictment and Information—Joinder of 
Offenses.—Where a crime may be committed by 
the doing of several acts in the alternative, they 
may all be included in one count, and a con- 
viction had on proof of the commission of any 
one, without proof of the commission of the 
others.—People v. Schlessel, 112 N. Y. Supp. 45. 

69. Internal Revenue—Liquor Dealers.—Each 
member of a so-called “Locker Club,” illegally 
licensed by a municipal corporation in Georgia, 
and which in fact sells or furnishes liquors to 
its members in violation of the prohibition law 
of the state, is a retail liquor dealer within the 
meaning of the internal revenue law, and sub- 
ject to the penalty for its violation.—In re 
Charge to Grand Jury, U. S. D. C., S. D. Ga., 
162 Fed. Rep. 736. 

70. Interstate Commerce—Original Packages. 
—Where the original packages containing dairy 
products consisting of interstate shipments are 
broken, and the products are sold in different 
packages from those in which they were ship- 
ped into the state, the transactions are changed 
from interstate to intrastate commerce, and be- 
come subject to state laws.—City of St. Louis 
v. Wortman, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 520. 

71. Intoxicating Liquors—Civil Damage Laws. 
—Whether person to whom liquor was sold in 
violation of civil damage laws was intoxicated 
at the time he committed suicide held imma- 
terial, where the sale was the cause of suicide, 











—Palmer v. Schurz, S. D., 117 N. W. Rep. 150. 

72. Illegal Contracts.—The price of intoxi- 
cating liquors held not recoverable where the 
liquors were sold to be retailed in violation of 
law.—Dallas Brewery v. Holmes Bros., Tex., 112 
S. W. Rep. 122. 

73. Judgment—Conclusiveness.—A judgment 
of the circuit court affirming a probate judg- 
ment adjudving a guardian to be indebted to 
his ward cannot be attacked collaterally on 
his appeal from a judgment on his bond super- 
seding the probate judgment.—Hands v. Haugh- 
land, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 184. 

74. Landlord and Tenant—Agreement by Les- 
sor.—Where a lease was given for a term with 
the privilege of renewal, the lessee having pow- 
er to sublet. if the lessor joined in a sublease of 
a part of the premises with privilege to the sub- 
tenant of renewal, the sublease could be en- 
forced against the lessor and his successor in 
interest.—Marino v. William, Neb., 96 Pac. Rep. 
1073. ' 

75.——Right to Sue For Rent.—A landlord's 
warranty deed assigns whatever right he has 
as landlord in the letting of the premises, and 
if the tenant continues to occupy under the 
tenancy the grantee may sue for the rent un- 
der the original letting.—Starbuck .v. Avery, 
Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 33. 

76. Libel and Slander—Privileged Communi- 
ecations.—The headlines of a newspaper publi- 
eation of the report of judicial or quasi judicial 
proceedings are not a part of the proceedings, 
but are the voluntary statements of the pub- 
lisher.—Brown vy. Globe Printing Co., Mo., 112 S. 
W. Rep. 462. 

77. Reports of Legal Proceedings.—A pub- 
lication of privileged words of comment in a 
legal proceeding held not privileged.—Brown v. 
Publishers: George Knapp & Co., Mo., 112 S. 
W. Rep. 474. 

78. Limitation of Actions—Accrual of Right 
of Action.—Limitations do not run against war- 
rants issued by a municipal corporation payable 
out of a special fund to be created until the 
fund has been created, and there is money in it 
with which to pay the warrants.—Rogers v. 
City of Omaha, Neb., 117 N. W. Rep. 119. 











79. Defenses.—If a limitation merely af- 
fects the remedy, it must be pleaded in the 
answer, but, if it is a condition of plaintiff’s 


right of action, defendant may take advantage 
of a failure to plead compliance to do so under 
a general denial.—McRae v. New York, N. H. & 
H. R. Co., Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 425. 

80. Marriage—What Constitutes.—A cohabit- 
ation illicit in its origin is presumed to be of 
that character unless the contrary is proved, 
and cannot be transferred into matrimony by 
evidence falling short of establishing the fact 
of an actual contract of marriage.—Compton 
v. Benham, Ind., 85 N. E. Rep. 365. 

81. Master and Servant—Assumed Risk.—A 
switchman continuing to work for about a year 
with knowledge of defect in the roadbed held 
to have assumed the risk in the absence of a 
promise to repair.—St. Louis, I. M. & S. Ry. Co. 
v. Mangan, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 168. 

82. Defective Machinery.—A servant thor- 





‘oughly experienced in the work, who continues 


to operate a defective machine, without promise 
on the part of the master of guaranty against 
injury or of mending the machine, assumes the 
risk, where he has full knowledge of the defect 
and of its effect on the operation of the ma- 
chine.—Continental Oil & Cotton Co. v. Scott, 


Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 107. 
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83. Fellow Servants.—Where the hook ten- 
der who attached hooks for the purpose of 
raising the log which fell on plaintiff, and the 
operator of the crane by which it was raised, 
were mere operatives, charged with the per- 
formance of no positive duty which the master 
owed to plaintiff, they were fellow servants of 
plaintiff, for whose negligence the master was 
not lable.—Allen v. Standard Box & Lumber 
o., Or., 96 Pac. Rep. 1109. 

84.——Fellow Servants.—A telegraph operator 
in charge of a block signal, and in absolute 
control of the operation of trains within such 
block, held a vice principal, and not a fellow 
‘servant, of a trainman killed in a collision due 
to the operator’s negligence in permitting a 
train to proceed while the block was occupied. 
—Salmons y. Norfolk & W. Ry. Co., U. S. C. C., 
Ss. D. W. Va., 162 Fed. Rep. 722. 

85. Fellow Servants.—In an action for in- 
juries to a servant by negligence of a fellow 
servant, plaintiff must prove that the fellow 
servant was incompetent, that the injury was 
caused thereby, and that the master, with no- 
tice of the incompetency, negligently retained 
the servant.—Tucker y. Missouri & K. Telephone 
Co., Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 6. 

86. Injury to Servant.—A lumber company 
overating a logging road held required to 
maintain reasonably safe appliances for the 
protection of its servants.—Cavaness v. Morgan 
Lumber Co., Wash., 96 Pac. Rep. 1084. 

87. “Res Ipsa Loquitur.’’—The rule that the 
maxim, “Res ipsa loquitur,” does not apply to 
cases between master and servant, does not 
prevent the establishment of a master’s negli- 
gence by the circumstances surrounding the 
accident.—Reed v. Norfolk & W. Ry. Co., U. S. 
c. C., S. D. W. Va, 162 Fed. Rep. 750. 

88. Mechanie’s Liens—Right to Lien.—Mere 
exvectation, permission, knowledge, or ac- 
quiescence by a vendor in the act of a vendee 
in possession in improving the property held in- 
sufficient to charge the vendor’s interest with 
a materialman’s lien for materials furnished 
the vendee under Comp. Laws, 1907, Sec, 1372.— 
Belnap v. Condon, Utah, 97 Pac. Rep. 111. 

89. Mines and Minerals—Construction of Oil 
Lease.—An oil lessee, having an exclusive right 
to explore for and remove oil from the leased 
premises, has a right of action to recover dam- 
ages against one who without his consent en- 
ters upon the premises and removes oil. there- 
from during his term.—Backer vy. Penn Lubri- 
cating Co., U. S. C. C. of App., Sixth Circuit, 
162 Fed. Rep. 627. 

90. Fixtures.—Buildings, machinery, etc., 
constructed on land leased for mining, held not 
fixtures, but removable by the lessees, subject 
to landlord’s lien for unpaid royalty.—Cherokee 
Const. Co. v. Bishop, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 189. 

















S91. Mortgages—Partia] Release.—A mortga- 
wee who, having actual knowledge of a subse- 
‘quent lien against parcels of the mortgaged 
premises, releases other parcels, held to dis- 
charge the parcels, subject to such junior lien, 
wholly or partly, from liability under the mort- 
gage.—Schaad v. Robinson, Wash., 97 Pac. Rep. 
104. 


92. Municipal Corporations—Contracts for 
Public Service.—Municipal contract for public 
service will be sustained where the power is 
given to make the contract, and the terms of 
it taken with the law controlling it are not 
-<learly violative of some provision of law.— 





State v. Tampa Waterworks Co., Fla., 47 So. 
Rep. 358. 
93. General Powers.—General powers giv- 





en to a municipality should be construed with 
reference to the purpose of its incorporation, 
and the general grant of powers includes all 
powers fairly within the terms of the grant 
and essential to the purpose of municipality.— 


State v. Tampa Waterworks Co., Fla., 47 So. 
Rep. 358. 
94. Ordinances.—The ordinances of the city 





of St. Louis, in order to be valid, must be con- 
sistent with the general laws of the state and 
must be in harmony with the legislative policy 
of the state, manifested by its general enact- 
ments and as provided for in express terms by 
the Constitution.—City of St. Louis v. Klaus- 
meier, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 516. 

95. Power to Make Improvements.—The 
proposition adopted by the voters of a village 
as to the construction of a sewer system, held 
to authorize the village trustees to raise by 
taxation a certain sum for the construction of 





the system.—Mead vy. Turner, 112 N. Y. Supp. 
127. 
96. Repeal of Ordinance.—The repeal of a 





city ordinance pending a prosecution under its 
provisions operates to relieve the defendant, 
unless it is otherwise provided in the act re- 
pealing the ordinance.—City of St. Louis v. 
Wortman, Mo., 112 S. W. Rep. 520. 

97. Navigable Waters—State Control of Lands 
Under Waters.—The state cannot abdicate gen- 
eral control over the lands under navigable 
waters within the state.—State v. Gerbing, Fla., 
47 So. Rep. 353. 

98. Nuisance—Acquisition of Rights by Pre- 
scription.—One who owned and lived on land 
before it was injured by a nuisance held en- 
titled to recover, though the residence on the 
property was erected after the nuisance came 
into being—Gordon v. Village of Silver Creek, 
112 N. Y. Supp. 54. 

99. Injunction.— Where a doubt arises as to 
the right of plaintiff to maintain a suit or as 
to the existence of the nuisance complained of, 
equity will not interefere until the questions 
are setttled by a judgment at law.—Van Bus- 
kirk v. Bond, Or., 96 Pac. Rep. 1103. 

100. Obstructing Justice—Legal Process.— 
One charged with resisting an officer in the 
levying of an execution held entitled to show 
that the judgment was void and that the officer 
had knowledge thereof.—State v. Knopf, Wash., 
96 Pac. Rep. 1076. 





101. Payment—Mistake of Law.—Money paid 
in ignorance of facts is recoverable; while 
money paid under a mistake of law, with 


knowledge of the facts, is not recoverable.— 
Scott v. Ford, Or., 97 Pac. Rep. 99. 

102. Physicians and Surgeons—<Action for 
Services.—A phyiscian rendering services at 
the request of an attorney in physically exam- 
ining a client injured through the negligence 
of another held entitled to compensation only 
for the value of the services, which was not in- 
creased because plaintiff might have had to 
testify in court.—Henderson & Campbell v. Hall 
& Hughes, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 171. 

103. Principal and Agent—Authority of 
Agent.—A conductor held to possess implied au- 
thority to employ a surgeon to treat a person 
struck by a train.—Bonnette v. St. Louis, I. 
M. & S. Ry. Co., Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 220. 


104. Authority of Agent.—One claiming un- 
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der a conveyance executed by a _ purported 
agent must show that the agent was authorized 
by the owner; and the mere acting of one un- 
der the claim that he is an agent does not 
prove his authority.—Travers v. Barrett, Nev., 
97 Pac. Rep. 126. 

105. Public Lands—Cutting Timber.—A com- 
pany obtaining lumber from government land 
through a fraudulent scheme with an individual 
to enter on it as a homestead held liable for 
the full value of the. lumber received.—United 


States v. Flint Lumber Co., Ark., 112 S. W. 
Rep. 217. 
106. Railroads—Conditions Printed on Ticket. 


—wWhere a passenger’s ticket contained on its 
face nearly two quarto pages of printed provi- 
sions, the holder of the ticket was bound to 
have it read to her, if she could not read it 
herself.—French v. Merchants’ & Miners’ Transp. 





Co., Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 424. 

107. Contributory Negligence.—An_ adult 
person who voluntarily left a railroad car in 
which he was riding several blocks before 
reaching a station, and stood upon the open 


platform, where he was killed in a collision, 
no one inside the cars being seriously injured, 
held chargeable with contributory negligence 
which precluded a recovery for his death.—Chi- 
eago Great Western Ry. Co. v. Mohaupt, U. §. 
Cc. Cc. of App., Eighth Circuit, 162 Fed. Rep. 
665. 

108. Effect of Appointment of Receiver.— 
The appointment of a receiver of a railroad 
company held not to dissolve the company nor to 
hinder the exercise of corporate functions ex- 
cept those involved in the management of the 
property by the receiver.—United States & 
Mexican Trust Co. v. Delaware Western Const. 
Co., Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 447. 

109. Release—Fraud.—-At common law a re- 
lease cannot be questioned in an action at law 
except for fraud affecting its execution, and 
for fraudulent representations affecting the con- 
sideration equity alone can give relief.—Olston 
v. Oregon Water Power & Ry. Co., Or., 96 Pac. 
Rep. 1095. 

110. Religious Societies—Judicial Supervision. 
—Secular courts have no jurisdiction over pure- 
ly eeclesiastical matters, and mandamus held not 
to lie to require the appointment of arbiters to 
determine a relator's right to reinstatement as 
a member of a church.—State vy. Cummins, Ind., 
85 N. E. Rep. 359. 

111. Sates—Conditional Sales.—Where an al- 
leged sale with reservation of title until pay- 
ment is not admitted by the alleged buyer, the 
burden of proving a continuance of the indebt- 
edness is on the _ seller.—Black v. Roberson, 
Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 402. 

112>——-Time for Delivery.—Acquiescence by a 
buyer in the delay of a seller in manufacturing 
the article and making the same ready for ship- 
ment operates as an extension of the time for 
delivery.—Tidwell v. Southern Engine & Boiler 
Works, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 152. 

113. Street Railroads—Compelling Operation. 
—A railroad may be compelled to operate its 
road continuously when expressly required to do 
so by its charter, well as to construct its 
road and run its cars to a certain point in such 
ease; but not when its charter simply authoriz- 
es its construction without requiring it.—Select- 
men of Amesbury v. Citizens’ Electric St. R. Co., 
Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 419. 


114. Time—Inclusive or Exclusive.-—Whether 





as 








the word “from” shall be construed as inclusive 
or exclusive depends on the context, or the 
subject-matter, and particularly on the express- 
ed intention of the parties—Budds v. Frey, 
Minn., 117 N. W. Rep. 158. 

115. Trade-Marks and Trade-Names—Good 
Will of Business.—One, who by advertising and 
selling a particular kind of bread, acquires a 
good will, is entitled to protection against any 
one seeking to avail himself of a demand in the 
market for his bread.—George G. Fox Co. v. 
Hathaway, Mass., 85 N. E. Rep. 417. 


116. Trover and Conversion—Abandonment 
of Right to Property.—One may abandon his 
right to property by evidencing his intention 


by an act legally sufficient to divest ownership, 
and another reducing the property to posses- 
sion after such abandonment is not guilty of 


conversion.—Huggins vy. Reynolds, Tex., 112 S. 
W. Rep. 116. 

117. Vendor and Purchaser — Purchaser’s 
Right to Possession.—A contract reciting that 


the owner of premises had received of a person 
$100 as a deposit on the purchase price, $2,500 
balance to be paid upon the delivery of an un- 
limited certificate of title, does not confer a 
right of possession upon the person.—Winches- 
ter v. Becker, Cal., 97 Pac. Rep. 74. 

118. Waters and Water Courses—Construc- 
tion of Railroad.—A railroad held not liable to 
the owner of adjacent land for surface water 
damaging the adjacent land because of the 
ditches on the railroad land being filled up.— 
Sabetto v. New York Cent. & H. R. R. Co., 112 
N. Y. Supp. 118. 


119. Surface Waters.—Lot owner in 
lous city who obstructs’ underground drain on 
his lot to prevent its carrying surface waters 
from other lots held not liable for damages nor 
subject to be enjoined.—Levy v. Nash, Ark., 112 
Ss. W. Rep. 173. 

120. Wills—Construction.—Assignment of 
mortgage by trustee after maturity of note by 
which mortgage was secured held not void as 
an attempt by a trustee to convert the estate 
frém one form of security into another.—Bre- 
mer v. Columbian Nat. Life Ins. Co., Mass., 85 
N. E. Rep. 439. 

121.——Construction.—Will construed, and 
share of son of testator dying without issue 
after death of brother and sister leaving issue 
held to go to surviving children of testator and 
not to the grand-children.—Davies y. Davies, 112 
N. Y. Supp. 157. 


122. Contest.—In proceedings by a son to 
contest the will of his father, one of the ques- 
tions being as to whether testator’s belief that 
contestant was illegitimate was an insane de- 
lusion, the chastity of testator’s wife—contest- 
ant’s mother—was in issue, and evidence of her 
chaste 








popu- 














revutation was admissible.—O’Dell v. 

Goff, Mich., 117 N. W. Rep. 59. 
123. Testamentary Capacity.—Testament- 
ary capacity being presumed, the burden of 


proof is on one attacking a will on the ground 
of insanity, and, if testator’s general capacity 
is conceded, the proof must be of the clearest 
and most satisfactory kind.—Taylor v. McClin- 
tock, Ark., 112 S. W. Rep. 405. 





124. Witnesses—Cpmpetency.—A _ will contest 
between legatees and disinherited children of 
testator held not an action “by or against the 


heirs or legal representatives of a decedent aris- 
ing out of any transaction with such decedent,” 
within Rev. St. 1895, art. 2302, and hence that 
a party in such an action could testify as to a 
statement made to her by decedent.—Simon v. 
Middleton, Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 441. 


125. Hostility to Accused.—A witness 
should not be permitted to testify that certain 
other witnesses who testified against accused 
were hostile to him, unless the witness’ knowl- 
edge as to such feeling, attitude, and disposition 
of such other witnesses is shown.—Burnett v. 
State, Tex., 112 S. W. Rep. 74. 
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the malicious use of one’s property, 23. 


MARRIAGE, 
“— to alimony on annulment of marriage, 


MARRIED WOMEN’S ACTS, 
See HUSBAND AND WIFE. 


MASTER AND SERVANT, 


dutv of master to furnish safe appliances. 
50, 53. 

what constitutes a safe place to work, 305. 
306. 

breach of contract to enrage in similar em- 
ployment, 356. 

defense in actions for personal injury when 
there has been a violation of statutory 
regulation by defendant, 431. 


MAXIMS, 
-cujus est instituere ejus est abrogare, 61. 


MECHANICS’ LIENS, 


will a mechanic’s lien lie against the prop- 
erty of the Jamestown Exposition Com- 
pany, 163. 

power of legislature to make contractor 
agent of property owner for the purpose 
of establishing a mechanic’s lien, 246. 


MOB AND MOB LAW, 
what shall be done with the mobs, 315, 375. 


MONOPOLIES, 
trust bursting under the common law, 181. 
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MUNICIPAL CORPORATIONS, 


can a board of aldermen extend time for 
performance of paving contract. 21. 

contractor with city must see that prelimin- 
ary steps required by law are taken, 41. 


NEGLIGENCE, 

liability of manufacturers of food products 
for injuries to third persons, 380, 383. 

liability of owners of dangerous property 
attractive to children, 419, 420. 

defense in actions for personal injury when 
there has been a violation of statutory 
regulation by defendant, 431. 

is an automobile a “dangerous instrument” 
within the meaning of the rule holding 
a master liable for its permitted personal 
use by his servant, 467. 


OBSOLETE LAWS, 
duty of courts to enforce obsolete laws, 141. 


PARDON, 
procedure for recommitment on breach of 
condition in conditional pardon, 187, 188. 


PARENT AND CHILD, 
superior right of parent to custody of minor 
child, 197, 478. 
the law in its relation to the child, 395. 


PHYSICIANS AND SURGEONS, 
what evidence is sufficient to sustain an ac- 
tion for malpractice, 88. ‘ 
whether statutes regulating practice of 
medicine apply to schemes of healing 
which do not administer drugs, 221, 225. 


PLEADING, 


allegata et probata must correspond, 347. 
the function of pleading in a government of 
protection, 393 


POLICE POWER, 
may a state in the exercise of the police 


power prohibit the use of the national 
flag for advertising purposes, 3. 


PRINCIPAL AND AGENT, 
burden of proving agency, 84. 
is there any distinction as to liability be- 
tween general and special agents, 377. 


PRINCIPAL AND SURETY, 
liabilities of heirs and estate of co-sureties 
for breach of bond, 124. 


PUBLIC PROPERTY, 
are ' en water powers public property, 
356. 


RAILROADS, 


the Standard Oil rebate case, 101, 132, 133, 
170, 189, 236. 

regulation of rates to be charged by rail- 
road companies, 317. 

extent of railroad’s liability for failure to 
comply with provisions of the federal 
safety appliance act, 475, 476. 


RATE REGULATION, 


See REBATES. 

regulation of rates to be charged by public 
service corporations—miscellaneous enter- 
prises affected with a public interest, 299. 

regulation of rates to be charged by rail- 
road companies, 317. 


REBATES, 


the Standard Oil rebate case, 101, 132, 133, 
170, 189, 236. 


RECEIVERS, 


winding up affairs of non-resident corpora- 
tions—what law governs, 155. 

excessive allowances to receivers of defunct 
banking institutions a reproach to the ad- 
ministration of justice, 233. 


SAFETY APPLIANCE ACT, 


extent of railroad’s liability for failure to 
comply with provisions of the federal 
safety appliance act, 475, 476. 





SALES, 

failure to perform executory agreement 
which is part of consideration, 32. 

validity of bulk sales laws, 166, 169. 

liability of manufacturers of food products 
for injuries to third persons, 380, 383. 

rental value as a measure of damages for 
failure to deliver article according to 
contract, 460. 


SCHOOLS AND SCHOOL DISTRICTS, 
right of school boards to suspend pupils in 
absence of any specific regulation for 
breaches of decency or disrespect of school 
discipline, whether committed within or 
outside of school hours, 241, 244. 


SEDUCTION, 
admissibility of introducing in evidence in 


proof of seduction the child born of the 
meretricious union, 394. 
SOCIETIES, 
liability of membership in an assessment 


association, 266. 


STATUTES, 
duty of courts to enforce obsolete laws, 141. 


STREET RAILROADS, 
liability for crowded condition of cars, 180. 
care required to prevent collision with fire 
department apparatus, 336. 


TELEGRAPHS AND TELEPHONES, 

right of telephone company to limit use of 
telephone to subscriber, 161. 

mental anguish arising from negligence in 
delivery of telegram presumed from re- 
lationship of parties, 285, 286. 

recovery of damages for mental suffering 
dependent on the relationship between the 
parties, 451. 


THEATERS AND SHOWS, 
liability of management for injury to spec- 
tator under implied contract as to safety, 
412. 


TITLES, 
Virginia titles in Eastern Kentucky, 10. 


TORTS, 

the malicious use of one’s property, 23. 

interference with contract relations other 
than that of master and servant, 201, 206. 

liability of fourth parties for interference 
with contractural relations, 253. 

liability of manufacturers of food products. 
for injuries to third persons, 380, 383. 


TRADEMARKS, 
protection not granted to use of name cal- 
culated to deceive, 65. 


TRIAL AND PROCEDURE, 
when party erroneously assumes the burden 
of proof, 198. 


TRUSTS AND TRUSTEES, 
the trust relation between corporation of- 
ficers and stockholders buying of or sell- 
ing their stock to them, 452. 


VENDOR AND PURCHASER, 
the doctrine of caveat emptor should be in- 
voked whenever necessary to protect vest- 
ed rights, 126. 
WATERS AND WATER COURSES, 
right of state to convey title to tide lands 
or exclusive privilege to plant oysters 
thereon, 179. 
are oe water powers public property, 
35 


ood. 
property in running and falling water, 413. 


WEAPONS, 
right to use gun in threatening manner to 
resist a trespass, 376. 


WILLS, 
typewritten wills, 207. 
»resumption of undue influence from 
sional relationship of testator an 
tee, 377. 
facts about the Tilden will, 421. 


rofes- 
lega- 
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Abandonment—statutory provisions, 156; water 
rights, 55. what constitutes, 267. 


Abatement and Revival—action for rent, 55; 
causes which survive, 173; death of joint de- 
fendant, 329; death of party, 34; discontinu- 
ance, 156; pendency of another action, 227; 
statutes, 246. 


Abortion—Indictment and information, 443. 
Abstracts of Title—effect of publication, 14. 


Accident Insurance—breach of warranty, 227; 
burning buildings, 386; cause of death 309; 
computing time of notice, 269; misrepresen- 
tations, 348; notice 269; payment of premi- 
um, 207; rule of construction, 247. 


Accord and Satisfaction—part payment, 191-207; 
payment by check, 380; payment by third 
person, 348; tender of part in full satis- 
faction, 74; what constitutes, 338. 





Account—equitable jurisdiction, 115. 
Account, Action on—evidence, 191. 


Account Stated—estoppel, 94; instructions, 34; 
presumptions, 74; statute of frauds, 191. 


Acknewledgment — certificate, 191; defective 
acknowledgment, 14; homestead, 338; mar- 
ried women, 14; persons entitled to take, 94; 
time for making certificate, 443. 


Action—consolidation, 55; equitable relief and 
defenses, 74; improper exclusion act, 173; 
intent to commit fraud, 227; joinder of cau- 
ses, 405: legal and equitable, 94; nature of 
elements, 329; other action pending, 329; 
waiver of tort, 368, 


Adjoining Landowners—excavation, 94-329; lat- 
eral support, 14. 


Admiralty—claims for loss of life, 348. costs, 
4; costs, 134; libel, 386; negligence, 387; 
reopening case to introduce deposition, 329. 


Adoption—consent of parents, 461; equitable 
— + mae to interfere, 191; parol adop- 
on, " 


Adultery—sufficiency of indictment, 115. 


Adverse Possession—abandonment, 289; aban- 
donment after acquisition of title, 267; 
against whom statute may run, 156; assess- 
ments of taxes, 289; boundaries, 134-348; 
color of title, 34-247; constructive posses- 
sion, 348-368; easements, 227; equitable title 
of plaintiff, 329; hostile character, 191; in- 
struction, 348; interlock, 289; land within 
congressional grant, 34; nature of title ac- 
quired, 267; prescription, 443; question for 
jury, 115; river as boundary, 14; tacking, 
289; taking successive nossession, 227; tax 
title, 289; title by public, 209; what con- 
stitutes, 289. 





Agriculture—destruction of infected apples, 329; 
line on crops, 267. 


Aliens—burden of proving citizenship, 348; Chi- 
nese exclusion act, 173; deportation, 2893 
naturalization, 368; presumptions, 405; stat- 
utes, 


Alteration of Instruments—alteration by stran- 
“ers, 247; authority of agent, 74; filling 
blanks, 423; presumptions, 289. 


Animals—agistment, 191; contributory negli- 
gence of owner, 423; diseased cows, 483; evi- 
dence of viciousness, 423; fences, 247; kill- 
ing trespassing animals, 329; liability of 
owner, 348; quarantine, 207; stock law elec- 
tion, 405; vicious cow, 14 


Appeal and Error—abstracts and record, 173; 
action to abate, 348; acts of parts of appel- 
ants, 134; amendment to statement, 329; 
appealable order, 309; appellate jurisdiction, 
14; assignment of error, 55-208-247-267-289; 
bill of exceptions, 94-115-156-257-267-368- 
387; change of venue, 461; common joinder 
in error, 423; cross examination, 55; dama- 
ges, 94; decree pro confesso, 387; determin- 
ation of exceptions, 461; devolutive appeal, 
405; directed verdict, 348; dismissal, 94-309; 
effect of former decision, 227; error cured 
by subsequent instruction, 34; error in judg- 
ment entry, 134; ontsepes to allege error, 
227; estoppel to question judgment, 423; 
evidence, 348; exceptions, 387; excessive 
damages, 479; ex parte affidavit, 387; failure 
to set out points and arguments, 268; filing 
plea, 74; findings, 157; findings of fact, 208; 
finding of trial court, 173; harmless error, 
14-34-94-115-377-441-479; instructions, 94- 
289; judgment, 55-267; judgment entered in 
vacation, 116; jurisdiction, 289; law of the 
case, 334-208-349; liability insurance, 423; 
matters not presented below, 405; matters 
not presented in trial court, 443; misconduct 
of counsel, 349; necessity of objections, 191; 
nogrigonce, 94; new parties, 55; objection 
to evidence, 227; offer of proof, 368-479; ov- 
erruling a motion, 349; parties entitled to 
allege error, 74; plea of privilege, 423; 
pleading, 94; points not raised, 34; preju- 
dice, 461; prior appeals, 423; procedure 
where record is incomplete, 227; proceed- 
ings below, 208; questions of fact, 74-95; re- 
ception of evidence, 55; record, 208-329; re- 
fusal to sanction certiorari, 289; rehearing, 
208; relevancy of evidence, 461; reopening 
trial, 55; rescission of contract, 191; reser- 
vation of grounds for review, 208; review, 
74-329-443; right to review, 173; rulings on 
demurrer, 14; scire facias, 95; settlement 
of trust accounts, 329; special verdict, 309; 
subsequent appeal, 461; successive appeals, 
227; sufficiency of evidence, 14; sufficiency 
of statement, 208; suspensive appeal, 479; 
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theory of the case, 95; transcript, 208; use 
in evidence, 405; who may appeal, 423; ver- 
dict, 479. 


Appearance—appearance after decree, 14; ap- 
plication for change of venue, 387; jurisdic- 
tion, 34-55; jurisdiction acquired, 247; pro- 
ceedings constituting, 95; service by publi- 
cation, 267: waiver of irregularity, 191. 


Arbitration and Award—agreement to arbitrate, 
423; performance of award, 34; procedure, 
134. 

Arrest—necessity of warrant, 247; police power, 
349; relief of persons imprisoned, 423. 


Assault and Battery—criminal liability. 14; evi- 


dence, 405; instruction. 74-208; pleadings, 
14; provocation, 74. willfully shooting at 
another, 268. 


349; con- 
227; fu- 


Assignments—conduct of assignee, 
tracts, 227; equitable assignments, 


ture waees, 55; non-negotiable choses in 
action, 247; right of action, 461; rights of 
assignee, 228; wages, 55. 


of Creditors—manage- 


Assignment For Benefit 
134; sale by 


ment of estate, 208; receivers, 
trustees, 479. 
member, 349; by- 


Associations—action against 


laws, 191. 


Assumpsit, Action—recovery on common counts, 
14. 


Attachment—discharge of lien, 191; grounds, 
191; motion to vacate, 75; service of pro- 
cess, 349; when allowed, 75. 


Attorney and Client—admissions to practice, 
173° authority for change of venue, 387; au- 
thority of attorney, 116-349; authority to 
collect money, 387; compensation, 55; com- 
pensation for services rendered, 479; con- 
fidential relation, 35; contract for services, 
95; costs in investigating misconduct of 
attorney, 247; criticism of courts, 387; duty, 
55; insulting judicial officer, 349; miscon- 
duct, 289; powers of attorney, 116; settle- 
mer’ hy client, 247. 





Bail—deposit in lieu of bail, 95; deposits in 
liew of bail, 289; excessiveness, 405; for- 
feiture, 35-368; jurisdiction to admit to bail, 
461; liability of surety, 405; nature and ef- 
fect of recognizance, 55; transfer of cause, 


116. 
Bailment—breach of contract by bailee, 173; 
gratuitous bailment, 479; negligence, 309- 


387-423; repievin, 368; waiver as to terms 


of contract, 329. 


Bankruntcy—accounting by trustee, 55; ac- 
knowledevement, 208; acts of bankruptcy. 
309-443; adverse claim to property, 443; 
agreements, 479; allowance of attorney 
fees, 268; annuities, 228; appealable decis- 
ions, 369; assets, 157-268; assignment, 423; 
attachments, 423+ attorney’s lien, 134; 
change of domicile, 349; chattel mortgages, 
35-349; claims against estate, 157-307-349- 
405; collusion between bankrupt and re- 
ceiver, 349; composition, 14-134-208; con- 
ecealed property, 387; concealment, 479; con- 
ditional sale contracts, 309- 329-369; con- 
flicting jurisdiction, 15; consent, 309; cor- 
porations, 208; corporations subject to act, 
134; counsel fees, 349; defense of insanity, 
387; disallowance of claims, 290; discharge, 
55-228-268-349-387-479; discharge of judg- 
ment, 369; dissolved corporations, 290; ef- 
fect on executory contracts, 35; effect on 
forthcoming bond, 191; election of trustees, 
369; enforcement of attorney’s lien, 405; 
estoppel to deny, 405; examination of bank- 


rupt, 134; exemptions, 228-387-479; find- 
ings, 268; findings of referee, 443; for- 
ein statement, 208. fraudulent transfers, 
387; fraudulent transfer of property. 
350: frivolous appeal, 479; hearing in 
bankruptcy proceedings, 329; -homestead, 
35-134; insane persons, 268; insolvency, 
157; insurance by receiver, 208. in- 
voluntary proceedings. 423-479; jurisdic- 


tion, 350-369-405-443-479; liability of attor- 





ney, 443; liens, 157-268-405; manufacturing 
defined, 247; market value of assets, 269; 
mortgages, 135-290; local assignments, 228; 
partnership,  35-208-247-387-406; persons 
subject to adjudication, 405; petition to re- 
claim property, 15; petition to review, 135- 
350; petition to revise proceedings, 369; 
pleadings, 309-350; pleading discharge, 387; 
possession of property, 369; preferences, 35- 
75-208-268-290-350-443-479; preferred claims 
268; priority of judgment creditors, 423; 
procedure, 268; procedings in different dis- 
tricts, 387; proof of claim, 388; property in 
possession of state court, 329; property 
passing to trustee, 135; provable cause, 247; 
probable debts, 329-479; questions not raised 
at trial, 480; receiver, 157; reclamation, 
247; recovery of property, 173; referee, 443; 
replevin, 228-405; return of margined stock, 
173; review, 388; rules, 157; rulings on 
evidence, 268; sale or return, 75; sale under 
foreclosure decree, 135; secured claims, 443; 
seizure in replevin, 208; subrogation, 208; 
suit by trustee to recover property, 369; 
surcharging account, 480; sureties of bank- 
rupt, 369; time for filing claim, 388-369; 
time for taking appeal, 247-290; tracing 
funds, 268; transfers by bankrupt, 157; trus- 
tee’s accounts, 406; vacation of receivership, 
247-248; wage earners, 369; what consti- 
tutes, 329; witness fees, 350. 


Banks and Banking—action on note, 191; aid- 
ine misappropriation, 350; checks, 95; claims 
due insolvent bank, 443; compensation, 369; 
compensation of receiver, 95; competency 
of depositor, 309; contracts, 461; dissolution. 
350; forged check, 480; forged or altered 
check, 330: forgery. 369; insolvency, 15- 
443; insolvency and dissolution, 228; nation- 
al banks liquidation, 268; payment of forged 


check, 424; payment on forged order, 388; 
president trustee, 388; sale of stock to 
bank, 444; surrender of shares, 406; ultra 
vires acts, 330. 


Bastards—bonds, 56; credibility of complainant, 
95; persons entitled to contest legitimacy, 
56. 





Benefit Societies—agents of insured, 208; bene- 
ficiaries, 424; by-laws. 56-75; compensation 
of officers, 228; forfeitures, 228; indorse- 
ment in blank, 228; insurable interest, 290; 


membership, 461; notice of sickness, 461; 
property rights, 135; recovery of money 
~aid, 15; right of proceeds, 191; suit by 


trustee, 209: suspension of subordinate lod- 
ges, 157. 


Bigamy—evidence, 135; powers of government, 
209. 


Bills and Notes—accommodation paper, 406; ac- 
tions, 157. action by assignee, 369; action on 


draft, 247; attorney’s fees, 116; bona fide 
holders, 191-268-424; bona fide purchasers, 
15-75-157-228-268-330;: bona fide purchaser 


of forged note, 480; collateral security, 424; 
conflict of laws, 290; consideration, 290-388; 
defenses, 191-461; delay in presenting check, 
350: denial of execution 135; drafts drawn 
in sets, 330; executory contract of sale, 290; 
failure of consideration. 268; holder for 
value, 424; joint makers, 330; liability of co- 
maker, 330; liability of endorser, 116 nego- 
tiability, 95; negotiable notes, 444; non est 
factum, 191; non-negotiable notes, 209; no- 
tice of dishonor, 480; provisions for arbitra- 
tion, 444; purchasers for value, 209; ques- 


tions for jury, 75. : 
Bonds—allegations as to seal, 209; negotiability, 
173. 


Boundaries—agreements. 350; ascertainment, 
116; conflicting calls, 248; establishment, 
135-157-480; estoppel, 209; rejection of call, 
35. 


406; establishment 


of counties, 6 ; 
notice of claim for 


Bridges—dutv 
290; 


and maintenance, 
injuries, 116. 


action 


Brokers—action for compensation, 173; 
inter- 


for services rendered, 461; adverse 


ests, 191; authority to sell land, 228; com- 
missions, 15-35-56-75-135-157-192-330-444 
461; contracts, 75; contract commissions, 
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290: compensation, 388-406; delegation of 
authority, 350; employment and authority, 
135; pledge of stock, 309; right to commis- 
sion, 173-228-461; sale of land, 248; services 
after termination of contract, 406. 


Building and Loan Associations—insolvency, 
135. 


Burglary—possession of stolen property, 56; 
sufficiency of indictment, 228. 


Cancellation of Instruments—conditions preced- 
ent, 290-369; failure of consideration, 369; 
false representations, 330; fraud, 95; laches, 
95; mistake, 209; mistake of law, 406. 


Carriers—assault on passenger, 424; authority 
of station agent, 268; baggage checks, 56; 
baggage of passenger, 350; bill of lading, 
388; care in transporting live stock, 424; car- 
riers of freight, 95; carriage of goods, 35- 
269; carriage of live stock, 157-228; carriage 
of passenger, 406; carrying passenger be- 
yond destination. 157-290; change in nature 
of liabilitv, 15; charges, 209; common law 
liability, 135; concurrent negligence, 209; 
connecting carriers, 35; contract of car- 
riage, 288; contracts enforceable, 56; con- 
tracts with shippers, 173; contributory neg- 
ligence, 290-444-480; damages for delay in 
shipment, 330; delay in freight shipment, 
35; delivery of freight in damaged condi- 
tion, 192; demurrage charges, 135; discrim- 
inating rates, 35; duty of shipper to inspect 
ear, 369; duty to protect passenger, 444; du- 
ty to receive and transport, 35; ejection of 
passenger, 157-350; emergency, 480; express 
companies, 135; failure to furnish cars, 75; 
failure to inspect car, 157; failure to prop- 
erly route shipment, 330; freight charges, 
56; freight rates, 248; injunction to restrain 
enforcement of rates, 388; injury to alight- 
ine passenger. 209-228-444; injuries to pas- 
sengers, 35-370; instruction in personal in- 
jury, 209; insulting passenger, 350; inter- 
state commerce, 461; liability for ware- 
houseman, 480; liability for negligence, 75; 
liability for passenger effects, 330; liability 
of carrier, 290; liens, 290; limitation of lia- 
bility, 350-406; live stock shipment, 290; 
loss of goods, 116-209; negligence, 15-75- 
157-209-228-269-309-444; notice of damage 
to live stock, 370; obligation toward passen- 
rer, 209; pleadings in negligence actions, 
209; protection from fellow passengers, 350; 
quarantine, 290; question for jury, 461; 
rights of connecting carriers, 35; rules and 
vractices, 330; shipment of live stock, 444; 
soliciting hotel patronage at station, 248; 
special damages, 35; stipulation in bill of 
lading, 370; street cars, 173; through rates, 
248; transportation of cattle, 462; transpor- 
tation of freight, 291; warehouseman, 291; 
who are passengers, 192-388-444; wrongful 
ejection of passenger, 15. 


Cemeteries—care of private lot, 75. 


Certiorari—judgment, 116; persons entitled, 424; 
private prosecutors, 15. 


Champerty and Maintenance—contract with at- 
torney, 388; conveyance of minor rights, 35; 
grants of land held adversely, 95. 


Charities—hospitals. 444; rights of heirs, 
trustees, 192; what constitutes, 75. 


330; 


Chattel Mortgages—assignments, 157; breach of 
contract, 56; judgement liens, 291; mistake 
in date, 228; property to be manufactured, 
330; replevin, 406; seizure of intermingled 
logs, 480; splitting cause of action, 228. 


@erks of Courts—recording judgment, 462. 
Coltemes and Universities—issuance of diploma, 
291. 


Commerce—interstate commerce, 158; intoxicat- 
ing liquors, 462; regulation of telegraph 
company, 209; soliciting orders, 95; state 
interference, 173; state regulation, 209; sub- 
jects of regulation, 56; taxation, 15 


Cone Law—effect of later English decisions, 





Compromise and Settlement—duty to disclose 
information, 75; requisite, 424; validity of 
agreement, 480. 


Conspiracy—averment of overt act, 248; boycott, 
56; contract induced by conspiracy, 95; evi- 
dence, 95; evidence to establish, 15; secur- 
ine title in public lands, 229; trade union 
strikes, 75. 


Constitutional Law—amendments, 56; assess- 
ments for public improvements, 388; attempt 
to influence jurors, 330; burden of proof, 
135; class legislation, 35; class regulation, 
209; conflict of jurisdiction, 192; construc- 
tion, 480; construction of provisions, 15; 
construction of statute, 192; criminal pros- 
ecution, 330; delegation of power to fix rail- 
way rates, 388; due process of law, 157-174- 
229-388-444-462-480; Elkins act, 248; equal 
protection, 95-157-269-350; ex post facto laws, 
248; fellow servant law, 269; foreign cor- 
poration, 406; grant of power, 461; improve- 
ments of highway. 444; insurance statutes, 
350; interstate commerce, 75; legislature 
and judiciary, 330; legislative powers, 15; 
liberty to contract, 406; license tax, 330; 
license tax on street railway, 350; obliga- 
tion of contracts, 15-388-424-444; personal 
rights. 370; police power, 248-291; powers 
of government, 210; presumption in favor 
of validitv, 350; privileges and immunities, 
95; regulating hours of employment, 56; 
regulation of carriers, 330; regulation of in- 
surance, 480; right of mayor to remove city 
officer, 229; right of state to take charge 
of minor, 424; right to contest validity of 
statute, 330; right to raise constitutional 
questions, 406; safety appliance act, 351; 
smoke ordinance, 444; statutes, 35-331; ter- 
ritorial legislature, 210; validity of statute, 
36-116; vested rights,210-331. 


Contempt—abatement, 388; acts constituting, 
462; criticising rulings of court, 291; pun- 
ishment, 174. 


Continuance—terms, 35; when allowed, 116. 


Contracts—action for breach, 309; agreements 
for procuring government contracts, 269; 
action to enforce, 269; agreement between 
stockholders, 269; agreement for benefit of 
third party, 96; breach of contract, 480; 
building contracts, 174; compensation, 269; 
consideration, 56; construction, 96-135-157- 
210-229-331-388; corporations, 424; depart- 
ment store space, 210; duress, 248; enforce- 
ments, 157; excuse for defects in work, 229; 
extra work, 462; failure to read, 229; for- 
feiture, 444; fraud in procurement, 269; 
implied contracts, 229; implied warranties, 
424; legality, 370; modification, 56; mutual 
assent, 192; nonperformance, 291; part per- 
formance, 444; performance, 56-210-462; 
pleading, 75; reasonable time, 248; requi- 
sites and validity, 135; rescission, 351; right 
to recant, 406; stipulation in building con- 
tract, 480; subscription of stock, 370; suf- 
ficiencv of performance, 158; time as the es- 
sence, 248; time for performance, 210; undue 
influence, 291; unpaid stock subscription, 
310: waiver of breach, 248; what law gov- 
erns, 210; written and printed parties, 351. 


Contribution—directors and _ officers of bank, 


229; joint debtors, 351. 
Conversion—intent of testator, 174. 
Convicts—conveyance, 406; hiring bond, 36. 


Copyrights—double copyrighting, 247; musical 
composition, 56; publication abroad, 36; re- 
trictions on sale by purchasers, 388. 


Corporations—accommodation paper, 36; actions, 
174; acts constituting continuous offenses, 
116; agent’s unauthorized contract, 75; 
agreement to purchase, 444; articles of in- 
corporation, 480; authority of officers, 135- 
351; capital stock and dividends, 76; com- 
pensation of officer, 351; consolidation, 116; 
contracts, 210; conveyance of real estate, 
389; corporate name, 462; corporate powers, 
136. directors, 351; dissolution, 229-310; do- 
mestic, 310; domination by other corpora- 
tions, 370; duties of officers, 158; expulsion 
of members, 56; foreign corporations, 192; 
formal subscription to stock, 370; incorpor- 
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ation and organization, 36; individual liabil- 
ity of trustees, 229; insolvency, 351; inter- 
state commerce, 15; issuance of stock certi- 
ficates, 76; liability as partners, 210; liabil- 
ity as surety, 370; liability for mispayment, 
291: lMability of directors, 229; liability of 
stockholders, 229-247; liability to assess- 
ment, 219% members, 210; mercantile pur- 
suits, 158; mortgage of assets to pay for 
stock, 406; organization, 158; payment of 
judgment, 56; pledge of stock, 462; power of 
state to exclude, 310; power to transfer 
property, 444; proceedings by state, 136; 
purchase of property, 291; rates for electric 
lighting, 351; ratification of agent’s acts, 
291; receivers, 15-462; recovery of amount 
paid, 158; recovery of discounted note, 174; 
refusal of officers to act, 56; repudiation of 
contract, 389; restriction of powers, 248; 
right to contest title to corporate property, 
310; right to do business in foreign state, 
331; rights of stockholders, 56; sale by pro- 
moters to corporations, 351; sale of corpor- 
ate pronerty to directors, 462; sale of fran- 
chise, 210; sale of stock, 229-351-370-480; 
stockholders, 192; subscription to stock, 389; 
transaction with corporations, 291; transfer 
of assets. 331; ultra vires acts, 210; ultra 
vires contracts, 406; unauthorized acts of 
Officers, 248; unconscionable purchase of 
property, 331; unpaid stock subscription, 
480; ——— contracts, 192; what law gov- 
erns, ° 


Coste on appeal, 370; security, 136; tender, 
480. 


Counties—collection of taxes, 351; criminal pros- 
ecution, 96; duties of sheriff, 158; illegal 
taxes, 291; juvenile courts, 136; liability for 
acts of officers, 444; liability for torts, 480; 
refusal to allow claim, 291; taxation, 210. 


Courts—adjudications, 96; appellate jurisdiction, 
192; comity, 76; conflicting jurisdiction, 36; 
error of state court, 174; expiration of term, 
351; failure of judge to attend court, 229; 
federal questions, 158; following decisions 
of state courts, 351; jurisdiction, 56-136-192- 
370-424; priority of jurisdiction, 481; stat- 
utes of other states, 210; stenographer’s 
fees, 310; supervisory jurisdiction, 351; 
ears actions, 269-481; void ordinances, 


Covenants—breach of warranty, 389; building 
restrictions, 444; construction, 57; estoppel, 





424; right of way, 310; validity, 174. 
Creditor’s Suit—pleading, 210; validity of judg- 
ment, 406. 
Criminal Evidence—admissibility, 291; admis- 


sion of evidence, 158; bill of exceptions, 36; 
blood-hounds, 310; competency, 310; con- 
fession, 389; confronting opposing witness, 
16; contents of diploma, 444; dying declara- 
tions, 76; effect of nolle pros of co-defend- 


ant 445; harmless error, 248; homicide, 174; 
tudgment of conviction, 406; matters of 
opinion, 16; offer of proof, 76; petition for 


certiorari, 291; rebuttal, 57; res gestae, 16- 
36-210; similar offense, 136; violation of 
ordinance, 36. 





Criminal Law—admissions; 210; aiding and abet- 
ting, 269; alibi, 462; appeal, 210; appealable 
orders, 269; arrest, 462; attacking defend- 
ant’s character, 136; attempt, 291; certificate 
of reasonable doubt, 331; disorderly houses, 
96; disqualification of juror, 310; effect of 
probation, 407; escape pendin~ appeal, 310; 
extent of punishment, 36; former jeopardy, 
57; jurisdiction, 136; limitation, 291; nolle 
»rosequi, 331; parties entitled to allege er- 
ror, 96; pleadings, 407; questions for review, 
210; removal of prisoner for trial, 36; res 
gestae, 481; self-defense, 16; time for tak- 
ine appeal, 95; venue, 424; verdict, 76; when 
appellant pays fine, 291. 


Criminal Trial—acquittal, 310; acts constitut- 
ing continuous offenses, 116; acts showing 
system to habit, 462; admissibility of evi- 


dence, 158; arraignment, 389; argument of 
counsel, 211-229; argumentative instruc- 
tions, 16; burden of proving alibi, 192; 





change of venue, 136-269; circumstantial 
evidence, 310; comments of counsel, 36; com- 
mission of offense by innocent, 192; conduct 
of cousel, 136; constitutional questions, 407; 
continuance, 36-211; conviction, 291; degree 
of crime, 445; degree of offenses, 481; dis- 
orderly house, 462; embezzlement, 76; er- 
ror in continuing case, 291; failure to allow 
continuance, 407; favorable error, 331; form 
ef verdict, 158; former jeopardy, 269-292- 
389; identity of accused, 292; illegal sale 
of liquor, 76; insanity as a defense, 229; in- 
structions, 57-95-192-331-424; interpreters, 
211; jurisdiction, 16-248; killing animals, 76; 
motion for new trial, 269; newly discover- 
ed evidence, 211; other offenses, 462; preju- 
dicial error, 211. preliminary hearing, 36; 
presence of accused, 192; province of jury, 
158° rape, 351; remarks of counsel, 96; rape, 
36; revuest to charge, 16; reversible error, 
76; right to appeal, 249; sufficiency of proof, 
424; testimony of accomplice, 249; venue, 
96; verdict, 229; withdrawal of plea, 136. 


481. 


Customs and Usages—incorporation of custom, 
158; legality, 389; reasonableness, 292; un- 
ambiguous contracts, 370. 


Customs Duties—invoice value, 76; specific ex- 
emption from general provisions, 76. 


Damages—action for breach, 481; anticipated 
profits, 96; breach of agreement to pay mon- 
ey, 292; breach of contract, 174-211-407; 
breach of executory contract, 389; compen- 
sation, 424; contract to deliver bonds, 211; 
deeds, 16; duty to minimize, 248; excessive 
damages, 331-424; excessive verdict, 16; ex- 
cessive verdict, 292; exemplary damages, 
211; failure to submit to physical examina- 
tion, 96; future pain and suffering, 249; 
growing crops, 116; imaginary suffering, 
370; injury to person and property, 462; in- 
toxicating liquors, 116; liquidated damages, 
292-331; loss of earning capacity, 229; ment- 
al suffering, 16; mental suffering, 310; meas- 
ure of damages, 16; mental suffering, 16; 
mortality tables, 462; nominal damages, 174- 


Curtesy—equity of redemption, 


445; personal injuries, 136-331-424; plead- 
ing, 57; pleading and proof, 36; punitive 
damages, 481; speculative and remote, 116; 


229; temporary in- 


sufficiency of petition, 
verdict, 351; what 


jury to real estate, 96; 
law governs, 269. 


Dead Bodies—delivery and acceptance, -463; neg- 

ligent handling of corpse, 249. : 
Death—burden of proving negligence, 230; dam- 
ages, 76-425; excessive verdict, 76; negli- 
—ence, 96; parties, 425; parties to action, 
351; persons entitled to sue, 389; presump- 
tions, 136-158; presumptions as to survivor- 


ship, 425; proximate cause, 116; right of 
action, 116; statutes, 36. 
Dedication—highways, 36; intent, 158; maps, 


136; persons authorized to make, 76; rever- 
sion, 481; streets and alleys, 249. 


Deeds—acceptance, 445; construction, 36-116; de- 
lay in recording, 158; delivery, 57-136-230- 
425; duress, 230; estate conveyed, 370; rule 


in Shelleys case, 230; time for taking effect, 

351; undue influence, 96-192-310-389-445; 

what constitutes, 76. 
Depositaries—husband and wife, 370. 
Depositions—certificate of officer, 192. 
Descent and Distribution—action by distribu- 
tees, 16; administrator de bonis non, 445; 
advancements, 96; common law marriage, 
445; conveyance, 211; conveyances, 407; cus- 
tody of children, 351; involuntary aliena- 
tion of property, 269; laches, 425; personal 
property, 425; presumption of death, 158; 
what law governs, 76. 


Discovery—claim of privilege, 57; physical ex- 
amination, 96; production of writings, 310. 


Dismissal and Nonsuit—consent, 331; directing 
verdict, 211; jurisdiction, 425; request for 
judgment, 116; setting aside dismissal, 481. 

249. 


Disorderly House—evidence, 
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District and Prosecuting Attorneys—compensa- 
tion, 


District Attorney—powers and duties, 370. 


Disturbance of Public Assemblage—religious 


worship, 16. 


Divorce—abandonment, 292; alimony, 76-116-159 
174-370; annulment, 57; appealable orders, 
192; condonation, 425-445; cross-bills, 463; 
cruelty, 331; custody and maintenance of 
children, 370; custody of children, 292-481; 
desertion, 136-425-481; evidence, 425; 
grounds, 76; homestead, 481; property pre- 
viously conveyed, 463; sufficiency of evi- 
dence, 211; suit money, 370. 


Domicile—declaration, 445; evidence, 57-425. 


Dower—conveyance before marriage, 76; estop- 
pel, 211; lien, 407; post nuptial agreement, 
159; property subject to dower, 425. 


Drains—creation of indebtedness in advance, 
468; parties to drainage proceedings, 407; 
proceedings for establishment, 310; proceed- 


ings to clean drain, 230. 
Druggists—liability to persons purchasing 
drugs, 389. 
Easements—construction of grant, 136; extent 


of damage, 292; extent -* way, 292; increase 
of use, 136; intent of parties, 136; right of 
way, 463; severance of title, 351; stairways, 
76; streets, 192; way of necessity, 269-310. 


Kjectment—defenses, 481; executory contracts, 
292; identification of property, 211. 





Election—attempt to offer a vote, 249; contests, 
193-211-269-445; non-resident electors, 117; 
party designation, 310; police powers, 211; 
political parties, 352; qualification of voter, 


425: registration committee, 96; violation 
of election laws, 174. 

Election of Remedies—acts constituting, 174; 
econclusiveness, 310. 

Electricity—care required, 269; contributory 


negligence, 96; injuries, 136; municipal cor- 
porations, 193; negligence, 311-331; places 
attractive to children, 463. 


Embezzlement—indictment, 463. 
Embracery—attempt to corrupt juror, 407. 


Eminent Domain—award by commissioners, 311; 
bridges over navigable streams, 370; clos- 
ing of alleys, 407; collateral attack, 211; 
compensation, 76-97-117-211; condemnation 
proceedings, 136; conditions precedent to 
action, 174; easements, 211-292; effect of 
procedure, 117; expropriation suit, 193; in- 
jury to property, 331; injury to surround- 
ing land, 481; measure of damages, 117; 
pleading, 77; procedings to take property, 
57; property which may be taken, 331; rem- 
edies of property owners, 36; right of abut- 
ting owners, 389; right of grantor, 174; 
rieht of multiplicity, 352; right of remain- 
dermen, 249; right to damages, 331; riparian 
rights, 97; school lands, 352; view by jury, 
137; what constitutes apropriation, 77; who 
may appeal, 331. 


Equity—additional findings, 211; adequate rem- 
edy at law, 193; “ae 249; dismissal of 
bill without prejudice, 352; enforcement of 
trust, 97; final decree, 211; judgment for 
damages, 292; judgment pro confesso by one 
of several defendants, 292; jurisdiction, 117- 
389; mistake in court proceedings, 269; mis- 
take of law, 193; objection to jurisdiction, 
249; pleading, 77-137; relief awarded, 352; 
ae of review, 481; specific performance, 

7-292. 


Escape—what constitutes, 269. 

Escheat—deposits in court, 371. 

Estates—future estates, 57. 

Estoppel—bills and notes, 481; burden of proof, 
463; change of theory, 249; claim to prop- 


erty, 389; clothing another with apparent 
title, 425; covenants, 292: denial of liability, 





16; easements, 311; effect as against gran- 
tee, 159; failure to assert title, 77; infringe- 
ment of patent rights, 198; lost deed, 137; 
ersons whom available, 311; position in lit- 
gation, 230; ratification of acts of others, 
97 representations, 77; subscrintion to capi- 
tal stock, 389; tax deeds, 193; tenants in 
common, 249. 


Evidence—admission, 425; admission by em- 
ployee, 389; assignment of mortgage, 463; 
as to existence of writing, 445; best and 
secondary, 407; bloody clothing, 249; con- 
ditional sale, 389; copy of deed, 212; declar- 
ation of grantor, 292; delay in transporting 
cattle, 212; documentary, 16; documents, 77; 
expert testimony, 16-77-117-213-463; expert 
testimony as to value, 57; extrinsic evi- 
dence, 97; failure to object to’ introduction, 
77; foundation for secondary evidence, 463; 
handwriting, 57-270; hypothetical questions, 
57; insanity, 97; interrogatories, 371; judi- 
cial notice, 16-174; lost will, 16; market 
value, 249; memorandum, 311; mortality 
tables, 407; motion for security of costs, 77; 
negligence, 77; opinion evidence, 36-137-193- 
332; parol, 193; parol evidence, 97; pecuniary 
condition, 117; personal injuries, 425; pre- 
sumptions, 57-97-159-174-352; presump- 
tions as to intoxication, 352; presumptions 
as to official duties, 332; proof of agency, 
463; qualification of expert, 425; questions 
calling for opinion, 352; recitals in deeds, 
212; relevancy, 159-445; res gestae, 445; sec- 
ondary evidence, 36; self-serving declara- 
tions, 117-292; speed of automobile, 481; 
statement of witnesses, 117; telephone con- 
versations, 425; value of evidence, 117; 
value of property, 481; waivers, 36; written 
contract, 57. 


Exceptions, Bill of—motion for new trial, 36; 
number of bills, 212; signature of judge, 
yf time for filing, 249; time of settlement, 
445. 


Exchange of Property—abandonment of prop- 
erty, 137. 


Execution—claims of third persons, 117; forth- 
comine bond, 230; innocent purchasers, 77; 
issuance, 147; mortgaged personalty, 371; 
right of purchaser, 332-445; right to stay, 
352; sale, 159; sale of assets, 463; validity 
of judgment, 97; validity sale, 481; with- 
drawal of claim res judicata, 117. 


Executors and Administrators—accounting, 77; 
action for death of decedent, 445; allowance 
of claims, 332; breach of bond, 463; checks 
by testator, 57; claims against estate, 230- 
292-311; claims of non-resident creditors, 
77; contract to sell land, 16; discovery of 
assets, 352; discovery of new will, 311; ef- 
fects of ancillary appointment, 425; equita- 
ble conversion, 407; findings of trial court, 
425; homestead, 16; limitation of action, 
292; mortgages, 426; payment of claim, 57; 
removal, 37-292; sale of land, 117-230; sale 
of property, 249; settlement of claims, 481; 
suit to try title, 212; title and rights, 137. 


Explosives—injuries from blasting, 463. 
Extortion—what constitutes, 97. 
193. 


False Pretenses—elements of offenses, 
fraudulent checks, 463; indictment, 137, 


False Imprisonment—justification, 77. 


Federal Courts—appeal from circuit court, 389; 
diverse citizenship, 193; equitable relief, 
271; federal questions, 389; injunction 
against statutory transportation, 193; juris- 
diction, 57-270-390-407; protection of party 
from state authorities, 445; rules of decision 
as hetween different circuits, 249; validity 
of state statute, 17. 


Fences—destruction, 426. 


Factors—misconduct, 
407; 


Fines—involuntary servitude, 17; power of court 
to remit, 212; rights and remedies of in- 
former, 292. 


Fire Insurance—action against agent, 97; as- 
signment, 87; authority to waive, 407; con- 
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tract of insurance, 270; earthquake clause, 
352; estoppel, 174; insurable interest, 77; 
keeping itemized account, 352; mutual com- 
panies, 193; non-payment of premium, 37; 
powers of agent, 212; time for proving loss, 


57. 


Fish—legislative control, 117; powers to regu- 
late. 332; rights of navigable waters, 463; 


riparian rights, 407. 


Fixtures—bona fide purchasers, 174; effect of 
lease, 332; henhouse, 17; intent in making 


annexation, 137. 
Food—liabilities of manufacturer, 426. 


Forcible Entry and Detainer—right of plaintiff 
to possession, 390. 


information, 57; ut- 


270; 
what constitutes, 


Foreery—indictment, bi: 


tering forged note, 
371-463. 


. d—action for deceit, 249; action to rescind 

—— of stock, 17; consequential damages, 
137; damages, 293; evidence, 97-352-463-482; 
false representation, 371; knowledge of 
falsity, 390; laches, 249; means of knowl- 
edge of parties, 482; pleading, 212; presump- 
tions, 17-371; what constitutes, 371. 


Frauds, Statute of—agency to sell land, 426; 
agreements not to be performed within a 
year, 77; assignment, 250; availability, as 
defenses, 425; contract performed as to part 
within statute, 331; contract to convey land, 
426: debt of another, 270-311; delivery and 
acceptance, 77; estoppel, 332. evidence, 159; 
executed contract, 352; oral acceptance of 
written offer, 37; parol contract, 293; parol 
rift of land. 212; part payment, 230; part 
performance, 212-293; pleading, 137; sale of 
land, 137-445; sale under foreclosure, 371. 


Fraudulent Conveyances—action to set aside, 
332; burden of proof, 58; consideration, 77; 
ereation of debt, 250; evidence, 17; fraudu- 
lent interest, 407; gifts, 426; homestead, 270; 
intent to defraud, 230-270; payment of debt 
to wife, 293; presumptions, 137-159; relief 
against transferee, 58; remedies of credit- 
ors, 159: validity of transaction between 
parties, 332. 


Game—purpose of game law, 390; right to hunt 
on navigable waters, 463. 


Gaming—gambling devices, 371; sales for future 
delivery, 390. 


Garnishment—amendment of return, 407; claims 
of third persons, 97; effect of judgment for 
~arnishee, 445; failure to answer, 137; judg- 
ment, 58; nature of remedy, 426; non-resi- 
dent defendants, 77; property subject, 293- 

3. 


Gas—franchises, 390; use of streets, 390; value 
of franchise, 37. 


Gifts—causa mortis, 137; causa mortis and inter 
vives, 117; evidence, 311; possession, 371. 


Good Will—sale by professional man, 464. 


Grand Jury—drawing jurors, 97; interpreters. 
407; objections to drawing, 445; presence of 
attorney in grand jury room, 77; qualifica- 
tions, 37. 


Guaranty—amount recoverable, 408; bills and 
notes, 212° change of conditions, 117; extent 
of liability, 159; scope of extent, 332. 


Guardian and Ward—action by ward, 193; care 
of ward's estate, 159; estoppel, 445; parol 
exchange of land, 17; settlement, 408; un- 
authorized investments, 230. 


Habeas Corpus—conclusiveness, 482; conclusive- 
ness of judgment, 464; custody of children, 
464; determination of issues, 352; federal 
courts, 159; hearing, 212; object of will, 
270; questions reviewable, 230; time for ap- 
plication, 311. 


Highways—alteration of width, 230; appoint- 
ment of commissioner, 58: automobile caus- 
in-- horse to frighten, 230; defects causing 
injury, 390; drainage of highways, 97; es- 





tablishments, 408; legislative control, 446; 
negligence, 371; notice of claim for injuries, 
137; obstruction, 78-464; regulation, 230; 
right to use, 137; use for travel, 37; what 
constitutes, 37. 


Holidays—judicial proceedings, 390. 


Homestead—abandonment, 270-426-464; chattel 
morteages, 250; contract to convey, 311; de- 
vise by widow, 464; enforcement of right, 
97; exemptions, 408; existence of right, 97; 
occupancy and use, 97; prorerty constitut- 
ing, 37; property subject, 352; rights of 
ereditors, 371. 


Homicide—assault with intent to kill, 352-426- 
446; attempt, 293; communicated threats, 
482; cross-examination, 448; design to kill 
another, 159; duty to retreat, 250; dying dec- 
laration, 17-78-117-174-426-446-482; evi- 
dence, 37-390; indictment, 212; instruction, 
270: justification, 464; malice, 17-250-390; 
manslaughter, 270-293-426; motive, 270; 
principals and accessories, 311; provocation, 
408; requisites of indictment, 17; self-de- 
fense, 17-212-426-446. 


Husband and Wife—action between, 78; action 
for alimony, 426: alimony, 293; amendment 
of marriage, 446; ante-nuptial agreement, 
97; annulment of marriage, 446; community 
property, 97-212-270-293-464-482; construct- 
ive trusts, 78; contract at common law, 311; 
contract of wife to adopt, 137; debts of 
wife, 58; estate by entirety, 212-371; home- 
stead, 322; incompatibility of temper, 426; 
injuries, 17; injury to intended wife, 408; 
minor husband, 37: physician’s services, 78; 
property of wife, 212; property rights, 332; 
rights of survivor, 17; sale of land by wife, 
464; separate community property, 58; 
separate estate, 78; separate maintenance, 
212: separation agreements, 193; wife’s 
earnings, 464. 


Incest—indictment, 212. 


Indians—land allotment, 332; status of Indian 


nations, 


Indictment and Information—forgery, 230; 
grand jury, 175; indorsement, 212; jounder 
of offenses, 482; objections to grand jury, 
464; principals in first and second degree, 
Lt te Statutory offenses, 98; sufficiency, 37- 


Infants—contracts, 17; note of infants, 58; rights 
of disaffirmances, 250; rights of innocent 
purchaser, 446; rights of state to custody, 
426; service of process, 193; vested right of 
parent to child’s labor, 270. 


Injunction—adequacy of legal remedy, 193: af- 
fidavits, 17; criminal prosecution, 175; dam- 
ages for wrongful issue, 175: discretion of 
court, 175; dissolution, 78; enforcement of 
public rights. 78; grounds, 270; grounds for 
relief, 352; illegal acts of state officers, 175; 
jurisdiction, 464; labor unions, 408; local op- 
tion election, 193; municipal corporations, 
390; preliminary injunction, 17-137; prevent- 
ing multiplicity of suits, 37; restraining en- 
forcement of void ordinance, 426; scope of 
inquiry, 37; secret processes, 352; telephone 
construction, 117; temporary injunction, 
353; trade unions, 58; trespass, 230: use of 
land, 250; use of streets, 117; validity, 58; 
violation, 446; when granted, 174-464. 


Seen eeneen, 371; negligence operation, 


Insane Persons—appointment of guardian, 98; 
collateral attack on appointment, 194; in- 
quisition, 175; presumptions, 78; undue in- 
fluence, 250. 


Insolvency—fraudulent transfers, 175. 


Interest—judgment, 137; money wrongfully 
withheld, 58; time and computation, 159. 


Internal Revenue—distiller’s bond, 250; liquor 


dealers, 482; whisky, 37 
International Law—charge of sovereignty, 194. 


Interpleader—grounds of relief, 426. 
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Interstate Commerce—exemption from garnish- 
ment, 98; freight rates, 37; labor unions, 
38; original packages, 482; police power, 
213; power of congress, 137; regulation by 
state, 175; requiring railroad to operate 
route, 353; state regulation, 194; what con- 
stitutes, 311. 


Intoxicating Liquors—action on liquor dealer’s 
bond, 426; application for license, 371; civil 
damace lav 293-482; disorderly house, 230; 


fixing saloon limits, 38; illegal contracts, 
482; illegal sale, 58-230; indictment, 408; 
justification of sale without license, 408; 


liquor license, 332; local option, 17-293-464; 
Moot case. 194; mulct tax, 98; ordinances, 
353; petition for license, 426; proceedings 
to procure license, 98; regulation, 159; stor- 
ing for sale, 270; unlawful sale, 17-58; vio- 
lation of local option law, 78; violation of 
prohibitory law, 58; withdrawal of name 
from permit, 159. 


Judges—acts off the bench, 371; disqualification, 
117-194-270-311; right to jury trial, 175. 


Judgment—administrator’s 


settlement, 98; au- 
thority to enter, 270; clerical misprison, 
270; collateral, 270; collateral attack, 159; 
conformity to pleadings and issues, 390; 


conclusiveness, 58-159-270-332-482; conform- 
ity to pleadings, 175; correction, 38; de- 
fault, 98; dismissal of action, 230. estoppel. 
353; foreign judgment, 293; full faith and 
eredit, 353: lien, 17; life estate, 446; matters 
concluded, 137; motion for, 3-230; of sister 
state. 390: ~-arties, 159-464; parties bound, 
464; power of court, 175; report of commis- 
sioner, 138; res judicata, 38-175-194-250-332- 
371-427-446; revival, 138-390; state and fed- 
eral courts, 250; support in pleadings, 194; 
vendor's lien, 446: what constitutes, 427. 
Judicial Sales—conformation of sale, 371; pro- 
ceedings to vacate, 426; right of buyer, 371. 


Jury—Competencv, 138; disqualification, 38; ex- 
clusion of negroes, 17; juror witness in 
same cause, 17; juvenile courts, 175; mis- 
conduct of others affecting jurors, 311; per- 
emptory challenges, 117; prejudice of sehr- 
iff, 231; relationship to accused, 117; right 
to jury trial, 194. 


Justices of the Peace—amendment of judgment, 
58; appeal, 250-464; certiorari, 38; continu- 
ance, 138; equitable jurisdiction, 293; jur- 
isdiction, 17; service of process, 78. 


Landlord and Tenant—abandonment of premi- 


ses, 390; action for rent, 38-58-464; agree- 
ment by lessor, 482; constructive eviction, 
353; covenants for quiet enjoyment, 159; 


cropping contracts. 58-311; damages for 
turning off heat, 332; defective premises, 
332; distress, 270; duty of lessee, 311; elec- 
tion to renew lease, 118; estoppel to deny 
landlord’s title, 332; estoppel of tenant, 271; 
failure to execute renewal of lease, 175; 
failure to repair premises, 371; forfeiture 
of lease, 353; holding over, 311; improve- 
ments, 353; injuries to crops, 231; injuries 
to third persons, 159; leases, 118-175-194-250- 
311-408; liability for rent, 332; liability of 
landlord, 390; liens, 271; lien for Supplies 
furnished, 194; obligation of tenant, 231; op- 
tion to purchase, 160; plaintiff’s held ten- 
ants at will of defendants, 231; recovery 
of premises, 353: repairs, 250; right of sub- 
tenant, 58: right to sue for rent, 482; sur- 
render of term, 427; tenancy from year to 
year, 138; tenancy at will, le 


Larceny—evidence, 58; indictment, 194; posses- 
sion by owner, 18; wife’s separate property, 
250. 


Libel and Slander—actionable words, 332; evi- 
dence, 160; malice, 18-427; privileged com- 
munications, 271-482; reports of legal pro- 
ceedings, 482; special daamges, 408; suf- 
ficiency of complaint, 250; venue, 231. 


Licenses—authority of municipalities, 293; gas 
companies, 58; ordinance, 160; revocation, 
69; loss of lien, 59. 





Life Estates—crops, 353; income, 138; lease by 


life tenant, 312; mortgages, 293; reserva- 
tion, 427. 
Life Insurance—aceptance after maturity, 371; 


beneficiaries, 98; breach of agency contract, 
446; insurable interest, 390; notice of premi- 
um, 371; overdue premiums, 293; payment 
of premium, 464; pleadings in action on 
policy, 390; presumptions, 293; presumption 
of death, 118; reinsurance, 312; solvency of 
company, 353; warranty, 118; what law gov-: 
erns, 160. 


Limitation of Actions—absence from state, 250; 
accrual of cause of action, 427; ac- 
erual of right of action, 482; action 
by former insane person, 194; action 
on accident policy, 353; alimony, 118; 
applicability of statute, 250; applicabil- 
ity to claim, 175. application of pay- 
ments, 353; bar of debt as affecting 
security, 194. bar of debt as an af- 
fording security, 464; commencement of 
action, 213; common law and _ “statutory 
copyrights, 250; compilation from public 
record, 18; constructive trusts, 390; convey- 
ances in fraud of dower, 78; defenses, 482; 
effects of request not to sue, 118; exclusive 
property, 160; foreclosures, 390; fraud as 
ground of action, 175; part payment, 98; 
plea of accrual of action, 78; public lands, 
231: relief on ground of fraud, 118; running 
of statute, 194-312; unlawful structures in 
street, 138; waiver of bar, 293; what law 
governs, 38. 


Lis Pendens—notice, 138. 
aaeeeey Property—uncopyrighted publication, 


Logs and Logging—enforcement of lien, 18; li- 
cense to cut timber, 271; ownership of sunk- 
en logs, 372; performance of contract, 18; 
seale bill, 332; standing timber, 391. 


Lost Instruments—deeds, 465; evidence to es- 
tablish contents, 250. 


Lotteries—recovery of price paid, 293. 
Malicious Mischief—evidence, 98. 


Malicious Prosecution—contempt proceedings, 
18; necessity, 176; payment of money under 
wry 231; petition, 118; probable cause, 

-118. 


Mandamus—acts of officers, 176; acts of public 
officer, 194; adequacy of other remedies, 
408° appointment of guardian, 98; contract 
with teacher, 160; corporations, 408; coun- 
ties, 98; hearing on agreed case, 18; illegal 
removal from office, 59; issuance of diplo- 
mas, 293; judicial notice, 271; nature of ac- 
tion, 59; payment of salary, 294; state board, 
391; title to office, 78; when lies, 38; when 
writ issues, 118; where lies, 312-353. 


Marine Insurance—transfer of cargo, 59. 


Maritime Liens—domestic vessel not in commis- 
sion, 38; master’s authority to pledge credit, 
18. 


Marriage—annulment, 78; 
riages, 118; estoppel, 465; guilt of illegal 
marriage, 353; liabilities of parties to il- 
legal marriage, 231; presumption, 194; what 
constitutes, 118-482. 


eat ae Assets and Securities—enforcement, 
176. 


common law mar- 


Master and Servant—acts of superintendent, 
372; assumed risk, 18-78-98-194-271-294-312- 
353-372-408-427-446-465-482; brakeman’s re- 
liance on telltales, 391; burden of proving 
negligence, 251; care required, 98-176; cause 
of injury, 98; coal mines, 446; concurrent 
negligences, 294; continuance of employ- 
ment, 391; contract of employment, 294-408; 
contributory negligence, 18-59-78-176-231- 
353; defective appliances, 98-251-312-333- 
372-465; defective machinery, 482; duty to 
master, 160: duty to obedience, 118; duty 
to safeguard machinery, 294; or to warn, 
59-118; employer’s duty, 391; employment of 
child labor, 271; employment of incompetent 
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servant, 372; employment of minor, 294; 
exposure to infectious disease, 194; failure 
of servant to observe rule, 312; failure to 
pay employee, 372; fellow servants, 38-231- 
294-465-483; hazard of employment, 118; 
incompetencv of fellow servant, 353; inde- 
pendent contractors, 294; injury to servant, 
98-138-169-294-354-372-391-408-446 483; in 
jury to third persons, 78-118-271-354; leases, 
18; master’s liability, 176; negligence, 294- 
446; negligence in employing incompetent 
servant, 38; negligence of servant, 333; oper- 
ation of trains, 176. personal injuries, 18; 
personal services, 231; reliance on care of 
master, 118; responsibility of master for 
injury to employee, 38; right to invention 
of servant, 231; risks assumed by servant, 
18; safe instruments, 294; safe place to 
work, 118-251-271-294-312-333-372-446; stat- 
utory provisions, 427; unguarded machinery, 
176; vice principal, 427; wrongful discharge 
312. 


Mechanics’ Lien—materialmen, 118; nature of 
remedy. 195; original contractor, 138; right 
to enforce, 333; right to lien, 446-483; sep- 
arate contracts, 78; signature of lienor, 118. 


Mines and Minerals—conflicting lode locations, 
354; construction of oil leases, 483; deeds, 
408; fixtures, 483; improvement charges, 465; 
leases, 38; natural gas, 312; notice of claims, 
213; oil and gas lease, 176; partnership, 118; 
proceedings on adverse claims, 354; reserva- 
tion in deeds, 294; rights of locator, 294; 
statutory regulations, 78; work done by 
stockholder, 138. 


Miscellaneous Insurance—fidelity of employees, 
176. 


Monev Received—money received under claim 


of right, 446. 


Monopolies—combination in restraint of com- 
merce, 59; combination in restraint of trade, 
294° enticement of employees, 354; restraint 
of trade; 18-176. 


Mortgages—assignments, 176; assignment of 
debt, 98; assumption by _ purchaser, 213; 
change in form of debt, 195; consideration, 
427; construction of terms, 231; contract to 
reconvey, 119; conveyance to mortgagee, 
176; coupon notes, 138; deed absolute, 98; 
easements, 231; effect of unrecorded deeds, 
271; extension of time for payment, 195; 
failure to record deed, 427; foreclosure, 38- 
78-119-160-391-427-447; interest, 119; notice 
of prior deed, 408; partial release, 483; pay- 


ment of debt, 213; prior quit-claim, 447; 
redemption, 465; redemption of land sold, 
176; right to rely on entire mortgaged 


nremises, 391; sale by trustee, 98; subroga- 
tion, 354. 


Municipal Corporations—acceptance of work, 


195; actions, 409; action of tax deed, 160; 
appointment of officers, 409; assessments 
for local improvements, 231-391; assumed 


risk, 333; bill to abate public nuisance, 391; 
bond issues, 251; bonds, 119; bridge ordin- 
ances, 251; care required as to condition of 
streets, 231; change of street grade, 99-195; 
charter officers, 391; charter powers, 18; city 
council, 354; closing streets, 176; commit- 
ment under municipal ordinance, 333; con- 
struction of policy, 391; contracts, 271; con- 
tract bids, 333; contracts for public service, 
483; contract with former trustee, 79; cura- 
tive statutes, 138; damages for change in 
street grade, 99; dedication of highway 
subject to easements, 79; defacto corpora- 
tions, 372; defective sidewalks, 18-354-372; 
defective streets, 271-465; demolition of 
buildings, 18; discharge of employees, 119; 
donation of appropriation of public funds, 
465; evidentiary matters, 160; excavation 
in roadway, 59; extra-territorial jurisdic- 
tion, 18; fiscal management, 391; general 
powers, 483; granting street railway fran- 
chises, 79; highways, 333; improvements, 
176; insurance, 176; irregularities in organ- 
ization, 447; leaving vehicle in street, 427; 
liabilities for torts, 231; liabilities on of- 
ficial bond, 465; negligence, 354; negligence 
of officers, 427; obstructions, 312; obstruc- 
tion of streets, 231-312; officers and employ- 





ees, 294; ordinances, 138-271-483; pleading, 
409; pollution of stream, 119; powers, 391; 
power to issue bonds, 354; proceedings of 
city council, 138; removal of awnings, 38; 
removal of employees, 38-427; removal of 
policeman, 59-333; repeal of ordinance, 483; 
retrospective taxation, 18; revocation of 
building permit, 160; rights of laborers in 
street, 138; sewer contracts, 447: sewer im- 
provements, 391. smoke ordinance, 427; stat- 
ute authorizing indebtedness, 333; street im- 
provements, 176-213; structure in street, 138. 
suspension of policeman, 465; torts, 59-138; 
‘use of streets, 312-427; use of streets by 
pedestrians, 465; validity of ordinance, 38- 
79; validity of tax sale, 160; verification of 
personal injury claims, 391. 


Names—idem sonans, 294; identity, 176. 


Navigable Waters—grounds, 391; nuisances, 354; 
public lands, 312; riparian rights, 372; state 
control of lands under waters, 483; tide 
lands, 79. 


Ne Exeat—grounds, 391. 


Negligence—action against joint tort feasers, 
59; acts in emergencies, 271; assumption of 
risk, 59; contributory negligence, 409-99; 
dangerous premises, 38-99-409-333-312; de- 
fective appliances, 391; degree of care re- 
auired, 392; duty to use cars, 176; duty tow- 
ard licensee, 79; evidence, 138; exposure to 
danger, 176; failure to keep premises in 
repair, 177; imputed negligence, 372-138; 
last clear chance, 312; liability of venders, 
selling dangerous substances, 295; meaning 
of “per se,” 195; natural and probable con- 
sequence, 231; necessity of showing, 139; 
parties liable, 38; places attractive to chil- 
dren, 465-312; places open to public, 177; 
placing canvas covers over trees near rail- 
road track, 295; pleading, 160-295; presump- 
tion and burden of proof, 372; proof, 251; 
proximate cause, 333-447; question for jury. 
333-231; reasonable care, 392; res ipsa loqui- 
tur, 39-312-372-231-195-427; steam _ boilers, 
139; use of flue, 295; what constitutes, 177. 


New Trial—discretion of trial court, 99; extent, 
27; misconduct of jury, 99-447; motions, 79; 
notice of intention to apply, 139; refusal, 
119; sur~rise, 251. 


Notice—necessity, 295. 
Nuisance—acquisition of rights by prescription, 


483; explosives, 271; injunction, 483-160-99; 
livery stable, 251; navigable waters, 392: 
personal discomfort, 469; pipe lines, 19; 
pleading and proof, 428; prescription, 160; 


proof required to warrant injunction, 295; 
right of injunction, 195; right to abate, 119; 
use of land, 195; what constitutes, 447. 


Obstructing Justice—legal process, 483. 


Officers—compensation, 392; creation, 79; effect 
of resignation, 295; election to fill vaacncy, 
19; resignation, 232. 


Pardon—rights of plaintiff, 177. 


Parent and Child—consent to employment of 
minor son, 392; custody of child, 312; minor 
employees, 19; right of custody, 354; right 
to custody of child, 271. 


ep eae, 139; necessary parties, 


Partition—estoppel, 19; laches, 99; parties, 409; 
proverty subject, 428; riparian rights, 59; 
right to partition, 99; sale, 312; who may 
maintain, 39. 


Partnership—admissions of partner, 465; appar- 
ent authority of agent, 232; as to third per- 
sons. 39; attorney’s fees on firm note, 409; 
banking firm, 39; dissolution, 177; distribu- 
tion of assets, 295; firm debts, 312. impeach- 
ment, 139; liabilities as to third persons, 
232; liabilities to creditor, 428; liability of 
dormant partner, 251; liability of partner, 
213; .mechanics’ liens, 139; mutual rights, 
372: nature of relation, 79; negotiable in- 
struments, 295; treal estate acquired by 
partner, 79; realty. 213; right of partners 
to attend to individual interests, 232; scope 
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of business, 79; transactions between part- 
ners, 372; what constitutes, 119; who are 
partners, 195. 


Party Walls—easements, 313; what constitutes, 
177. 

Patents—assignments, 213; effect of non-user, 
392. 


Paupers—duty of towns to relieve, 119. 
Pawnbrokers—conversion, 447. 


Payment—acceptanece of draft, 272; by check, 
99; checks, 79; extension of credit, 39; mis- 
take of fact, 195; mistake of law, 483; pre- 
sumptions, 213-447; replevin, 213. 


Penalties—evidence, 39. 
rertaey ae oath in bankruptcy proceedings, 
139. 


Perpetuities—computation of period, 409; gifts 
to parties, 59; trusts, 195. 


Physicians and Surgeons—compensation, 272; 
magic healers, 313; practice of medicine, 
195. 


Pleading—action on note, 119; allegations ad- 
mitted by failure to deny, 409; alternative 
pleading, 99; amendment, 19-79-119; answer, 
119; causes of action, 119; clerical error, 
99: departure from original bill, 447; elec- 
tion between causes of action, 447; execu- 
tory contracts, 139; facts or conclusions, 19; 
general demurrer, 99; motion to make more 
definite, 251; oyer of instrument sold on, 
139; petition, 39; residence of partners, 251; 
striking out matters, 19. 

Pledges—choses in action, 295; 
pledged note, 465; remedies, 
.tion of collateral, 428; 
232. 


Post Office—action on bond, 409, 
Powers—execution, 139. 


conversion by 
251; substitu- 
warehouse receipt, 


Principal and Agent—acting for parties ad- 
versely interested, 79; authority of agent, 
19-99-139-213-333-409-428-483; compensation 
for services, 89; constructive notice, 232; 
discharge of surety, 232; estoppel to ques- 
tion authority, 59; liabilities as to third 
persons, 119; liability for acts of agent, 139; 
liability of principal, 213; nature of agent’s 
obligation, 39; notice to agent, 119; payment 
of note, 313; power of attorney, 39-232: 
rights of undisclosed ane. 177; sale of 
seat in cotton exchange, 272; sale of goods 
o. commission, 59; termination of agency, 


Principal and Surety—assignment of contract, 
232; discharge of surety, 232; extension of 
a payment, 465; liability of surety, 


Process—alias summons, 295; defects, 213; ex- 
emptions, 392; remedy of person wrongfully 
served, 177; service, 372; service of sum- 
mons, 295; service on non-residents, 372. 


Prohibition—injunction, 295; nature of writ, 
9; parties defendant, 409; nomae = | by ap- 
peal, 99; violating Sunday laws, 59. 


Property—secret formula, 177. 


Public Lands—actual settler, 465; cancellation 
of patent, 373; cutting timber, 484; estoppel, 
313: fraud, 251; homestead, 272-333; limita- 
tion of actions, 242; muscongus grant, 119; 
railroad land grants, 39; tide lands, 251; ti- 
tle to bed of stream, 177; town sites, 99. 


Quieting Title—ante-nuptial agreement, 99; 
cancellation of deed, 272; cloud on 
title, 195; parte plaintiff, 79; proceed- 
ings and relief, 232; relief to defendant, 19; 
unlawful entry into possession, 373. 


Railroads—accident at crossing, 213; attracting 
children to tracks, 378; care of passengers, 
251; care required as to trespassers, 354; 
conditions printed on ticket, 484; continu- 
ous trip, 333; contract for exemption from 
liability, 195; contributory negligence, 484; 





defective crossing, 373; duty of engineer, 
466; duty of pedestrian, 409; duty to fence 
track, 313; effect of appointment of re- 
ceiver, 484; fences, 409; fire caused by con- 
tributory Repteeenen 447; frightening ani- 
mals, 428; frightening horses, 39; highway 
crossing, 177; injuries to animals, 213; in- 
jury to child, 232; injury to deaf person on 
track, 409; injury to employee, 177; injury 
to licensee, 466; injury to pedestrian at 
crossing, 295; injury to pedestrian under 
bridge, 39; injuries to persons on track, 
213-295; injury to traveler at crossing, 99; 
injury to trespasser, 333; laborers, 39; 
leases, 139; negligence, 79-177-295; right of 
way, 59; side-tracks, 119; state regulation, 
373; street crossing accident, 59; use of rail- 
road trestle as footpath, 272; vibration and 
noise as a nuisance, 373; who are passen- 
gers, 313; wrongful ejection, 373. 


seas” een with intent to rape, 373; evidence, 


Real Action—pleadings, 19. 


Receivers—appointment without notice, 177; 
compensation, 99-213; liens, 373; mortgages, 
334; nature of receiver’s possession, 39; 
remedies to enforce liens, 119; state dental 
board, 466; wrongful appointment, 447. 


Receiving Stolen Goods—elements of crime, 19. 

Records—conclusiveness, 19. 

References—common law reference, 79; matter 
subject to reference, 19; part of issue, 139; 
report of auditor, 195. 


Reformation of Instruments—intent of parties. 
96; mistake, 79; mutual mistake, 139; mu- 
tuality of mistake, 119; pleading, 79. 


409; execution, 
questions for jury, 409; 


Release—authority to release, 
34; fraud, 484; 
validity, 466. 


Relirious Societies—ecclesiastical controversies, 
213; incorporation, 19; judicial supervision, 
484; title to property, 409.° 


Remainder—adjudication of rights, 313; 
tation of actions, 334; time to sue, 373. 


Remainderman—acceleration, 477. 


limi- 


Removal of Causes—consent of federal juris- 
diction, 177; diversity of citizenship, 272- 
409; federal question, 39; remand, 334; sep- 
arable controversy, 119. 


Replevin—counterclaim, 232; necessity for de- 
‘mand, 447; right to possession, 120; wrong- 
ful distress, 139. 


Review—probate appeals, 313. 


Sales—action for damages, 213; action for price, 
251; breach of warranty, 213; caveat emptor, 
295; conditional sale, 334-410-484; consider- 
ation, 177; defenses, 428; delivery, 466; estop- 
pel, 120-196; evidence, 410; executory con- 
tract, 120; fraud, 282-313-354; fraudulent 
representations, 232; implied warranty, 213- 
373; passing of title, 189; performance, 39; 
performance of contract, 99; premature ship- 
ment of goods, 39; reasonable time to accept, 
139; recoupment in action for price, 39; re- 
scission, 80-295-373-447; rescission by ven- 
dor, 296; sale or return, 318; suing on behalf 
of corporations, 229; time.for delivery, 484; 
transfer of title, 373; warranties, 214; war- 
ranty of fitness, 373. 


Salvage—amount of award, 189; nature of ser- 
vice, 214; suit for compensation, 139. 


Schools and School District—dismissal of teach- 
ers, 272; government discipline of pupils, 
373; mechanic’s liens, 120; powers of board, 
392; public schools, 214; right to office, 80; 
trustees, 19; validity of bonds, 214. 


Searches and Seizures—evidence, 313. 
Seduction—exemplary, 373. 
Set-Off and Counterclaim—amount. of recovery, 


39; cross action, 59; parties to cross-demand, 
93: when maintainable, 428, 
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Sheriffs and Constables—powers, 296; rule 
against, 272; settlement with successor, 196; 
terms of sheriff, 447. 


Shipping—delay in moving vessel, 177; demur- 
"Fane. 373; failure to surrender freight, 373. 


Signature-—mode of affixing, 447. 


Specific Performance—assignment for patent in 
trust, 447; contract to convey land, 296; 
contracts enforceable, 59-334; defenses, 428; 
evidence, 60; general warranties, 232; gifts, 
334; ground of remedy, 80; laches, 296-448, 
oil and ~as lease, 178; oral agreement, 373; 
part performance, 196; pleading, 19; relin- 
quishment of right, 313; right to relief, 373; 
time as the essence, 466; unrecorded deeds, 
80. 


fraud 


272; 


States—claims against, 100; of officers, 
178; immunity from suit, legislative, 
272: officers, 296; premature sale of munici- 
pal warrants, 410; public printing, 374. 


Statutes—construction, 19-120-214-296-313; con- 
struction of foreign statute, 232; construc- 
tion of penal statutes, 214; fixtures, 140; 
legislative construction, 80; mistake in 
wording, 178; re-enactment, 466; registra- 
tion acts, 100; repeal, 448; sufficiency, 448; 
time of taking effect, 140. 


included, 120. 





Stipulation—matters 


Street Railroads—after required property, 120; 
boarding street cars, 232; care of passengers, 
428; care required, 232; care required to- 
ward trespassers, 100; collisions, 60; collis- 
ion with vehicle, 39; compelling operation, 
484; competency of employees, 410; con- 
tributory. negligence, 60-374; duty of re- 
eceivers, 448; excessive speed, 466; failure to 
give transfer, 410; failure to repair streets, 
19; injury to alighting passenger, 100-296- 
374; injury to child, 334-410; injury to pas- 
senger, 140-296-313; injuries to pedestrians, 
178; injury to person on track, 100-374; 
injuries to property, 428; negligence, 60- 
140-178-392; negligence of motorneer, 428; 
operation, 178; regulations, 392; rights in 
street, 80; sale of franchise, 272; use of 
streets, 120; who are passengers, 100. 


Subrogation—persons making 
ments, 178; purchase of mortgaged prop- 
erty, 334; rights acquired, 39; right of 
mortgages, 100; rights of surety, 214-272. 


Sunday—amusements, 334; compensation for 
work done on Sunday, 251; labor, 410; secu- 
lar business or labor, 313; validity of con- 
tracts, 178; violation of law, 80. 


voluntary pay- 


Taxation—abatement, 313; assessment, 178; 
board of equalization, 100; boundaries, 272; 
collection, 19; constitutional provisions, 178; 
delinquent taxes, 60; double taxation, 428; 
estoppel to claim under tax deed, 196; ex- 
emptions, 178-466; lands of United States, 
40: liability of collector, 392; liability of 
executor, 214; national banks, 214-410; pow- 
er of legislature, 448; property devoted to 
public use, 334; property subject, 19; review 
by courts, 80; tax deed, 120-196-214-313; tax 
sale, 60-100-313-334-428; tax titles, 100-120- 
140-296; transfer of lien to purchaser of 
tax title, 40; valuation of property, 392; 
what constitutes collection, 448. 


Telegraphs and Telephones—act of god, 196; 
consent of owner of lands, 313; damages for 
failure to deliver message, 178; damages for 
mental suffering, 374; death message, 313; 
delay in delivering, 314; delay in delivery 
of message, 40; delay in transmitting, 196; 
failure to deliver long distance call, 428; 
mental anguish, 392; mental suffering, 272- 
448; municipal corporations, 334; municipal 
regulation as to rates, 196; negligence, 314- 
354; parties, 448; right of way, 120;, rights 
on bridges, 19; telephone franchise, 374. 


Tenancy in Common—actions by co-tenant, 80; 
adverse possession, 314; care and mange- 
ment of property, 100; possession, 40. 


Tender—conditional tender, 80; keeping tender 
good, 60; sufficiency, 140. 





Territories—scope of local legislation, 410. 


Theaters and Shows—liability for injury to pa- 
tren, 374; right to admission, 20. 

Time—inclusive or exclusive, 484. 

Torts—acts constituting breach of duty, 334; de- 
fenses in general, 60; joint and several lia- 
bility, 410; what constitutes, 120. 


Towns—change of members of board, 410; pro- 
cedure of meetings, 196. 


Trade Marks and Trade Names—deception of 


public. 40; good will of business, 484; in- 
fringements, 140; marking of patented ar- 
ticle, 140; period of user, 374; unfair com- 


petition, 20-272; use of inventor’s name, 466. 


Trade Unions—authority of officers, 60; by-laws, 
374; payment of strike benefits, 40. 


Trespass—cutting trees, 314; persons liable, 140; 
title to land, 20. 


Trespass to Try Title—burden of proof, 214; pro- 
ceedings, 178; right of action, 374; suit to 
try title, 178. 


Trial—action to recover money, 100; direction of 
verdict, 60-214-374; evidence, 214; express 
trusts, 272; illustrations, 296; inferences, 
178; instructions, 20-214-252-410-428;  in- 
structions ignoring issues, 178; mentioning 
amount sued for in change, 252; order of 
proof, 80; peremptory instruction, 214; pre- 
judicial remarks by court, 196; question for 
jury, 120; reference of court in evidence, 120; 
reopening case, 100; review, 140; right to 
grant non-suit, 40; right to open and close, 
80; settlement of school lands, 410; special 
charges, 178; state statutes as evidence, 
252; taking question from jury, 466; verdict, 
20; will contest, 120. 


Trover and Conversion—abandonment of right 
to property, 484; action for trespass, 178; 
dama-es, 214; damages recoverable, 178; de- 
fenses, 252; evidence to establish, 120; meas- 
ure of damages, 334; tax titles, 120; ware- 
house receipts, 314. 


Trusts—breach of fiduciary duty, 40; compen- 
sation of trustee, 80; construction, 60-120; 
constructive trusts, 40-296-314-374-410; cre- 
ation of trusts, 214; duty to keep accounts, 
314; enforcement, 120-214; express trusts, 
374; following trust property, 20-314; hus- 
band and wife, 40; legal title, 296; life es- 
tates, 140; negligence, 466; power of bene- 
ficiary to dispose of property, 20; right to 
recover trust fund, 20; spendthrift trusts, 
20; transfer of securities, 314. 


United States—Indian commissions, 214; 
tary governor of Cuba, 196. 


Usurv—foreign contractor, 392; 
mortgage, 354; what constitutes, 466. 


Vendor and Purchaser—bona fide purchaser, 
296-314-374-392; bond for deed to convey, 
100; bond to convey, 227; breach of contract, 
20; contract of sale, 20; default of vendee, 
296; domicile of defendant, 40; effect of in- 
toxication, 196; forfeiture, 448; fraudulent 
representations, 252; options, 20; private fire 
protection, 410; purchaser’s right to posses- 
sion, 484; rescission of contract, 60; shortage 
in acreage, 196; specific performance, 80; 
tender of payment, 60. 


mili- 


interest on 


Venue—demand for change, 


60; petition, 428; 
water and water courses, 466. 


Warehousemen—admissibility of evidence, 354; 
bona fide holders, 296. 


Waters and Water Courses—abandonment, 60; 
action to establish right, 80; agreement as 
to diversion, 392; appropriation, 100; con- 
struction of railroad, 484; damages for flood- 
ed lands, 314; defective contract, 20; duties 
of water commissioner, 334; easements, 314; 
estoppel, 60; flooding lands, 178; flowage, 
448; grant of franchise to use streets, 448; 
injunction, 60; irrigation, 140; maintenance 
of dam, manufacturing purposes, 252; 
non-user of water rights, 60; pollution of 
stream, 196; private fire protection, 410; 
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reservation by United States, 448; rights of | Witnesses—admission of writing, 448; bias, 


riparian proprietors, 334; rights to perco- 428; change of testimony on_ second 
lating water, 466; rights to the use of water, trial, 314; competency, 60-100-252-296- 
374; riparian rights, 448; surface waters, 354-392-484; competency of husband, 196; 
354-484; use for irrigation, 100; water com- competency of physician, 100-448; con- 
panies, 410; water rent, 252; water supply, stitutional privileges, 160; credfbility, 
196. 374-392; cross-examination, 80-140-196-252- 


314-374-410-466; defective sidewalks, 252; 
demonstrative evidence, 374; examination, 
20-252; explanation of testimony, 20; hos- 
tility to accused, 484; husband as witness 


Weapons—deadly character, 196. 


Wills—charities, 40; claim against estate, 178; against wife, 296; immunity, 374; impeach- 
coercion, 140: conditions and restrictions, ing testimony, 410; impeachment, 20-100- 
140; construction, 20-60-232-252-272-392-410- 252-314-410-448; market value, 252; nature 
428-448-466-484; construction as to “chil- of estate created, 314; necessaries furnished 
dren,” 428; construction by trustees, 20; con- wife, 314; privileged communication, 80; re- 
test, 20-252-484; contingent remainders, 334; examination, 410; refreshing memory, 410; 
declaration of testatrix, 252; decree allow- right to contradict party’s own witness, 374; 
ing appeal, 314; estate in remainder, 252; right to cross-examine, 20; right to impeach, 
executory gifts, 448; express declaration, 40; transactions with persons since deceased, 
262; inoonatstent provisions, 140; intention 314. 
of testator, 296; land subject to legacies, | Work and Labor—action for services of child 
334; life estate, 20; mental capacity, 296; 314; amount of recovery, 354; breach of con- 
nature of estate created, 252; noncupative, tract, 80; compensation of witness, 160; 
60; provisions for children, 448; revocation, evidence, 40; parent and child, 466; part per- 
428;  testamentar apacit 120-354-484; e 80: 4 , 

y cap y, ; formance, 80; services in family relation, 
testamentary powers, 40; transaction among 448; services of broker, 466; services of wife, 


devisees, 467; undue influence, 20-100-140- 
252-428; use of pencil in writing will, 40; 
validity, 140-410. Writ of Error—questions reviewed, 100. 


40; value of services rendered, 40-252. 
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W. G. Colerick. 
E. V. Emrick. 
James E. Graham. 
Samuel M. Hench. 
A. A. Purman. 
Somers & Kennerk. 
Hon. Allen Zollars. 
FRANKLIN. 
as White & White. 


RY 
Curtis Widholm & 
Slick. 


GOSHEN. 
Mer & peakt 


Zook 
GREENGASELE. 
B. F. Corwin. 
GREENSBURG. 
Thomas E. 
Davidson. 
John F. Goddard. 
Wickens & Osborn. 
GREENWOOD. 
B. A. McAIpin. 
ee ons ND. 
Bomberger. 


L. 
HUNTINGTON, 
Sumner Kenner. 
Emmett O. King. 

INDIANAPOLIS. 
Bamberger & 
Feibleman. 
Brown & Kepperley. 
Oliver H. Carson. 
Chas. ie Cooner. 
J. H. C. Denman. 
Duncan. Smith & 
Duncan. 
W. O. Dunlavy. 
Wm. F. Elliott. 
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INDIANAPOLIS. 
E. W. Hopkins. 
Aquilla Q. Jones. 
Collie E. Kinney. 


Robert W. McBride. 
Newton J. McGuire. 


Wm. S. McMaster. 

Frederick E. 
Matson. 

Harry J. Milligan. 

W. N.. Pickerill, 


L. Ebling Reinhold. 


Geo. W. Russell. 
Cc. F. Singer. 
W. W. Thornton. 
B. F. Watson, 


JEFFERSONVILLE, 
Wilmer T. Fox. 
KNOX. 
Charles H. Peters, 
KOKOMO. 
Bell & Purdum. 
John B. Joyce. 
LAFAYETTE. 
Bdgar G. Collins. 


Hon. R. P. Davidson. 


A. L. Kumler. 

E. P. Hammond. 

Charles E. Lake. 

J. F. McHugh. 

Dan, W. Simms. 
LA PORTE. 

W. E. Higgins. 
ILEBANON. 

A. J. Shelby. 
LIBERTY. 

L. H. Stanford. 
LOGANSPORT. 

D. C. Arthur. 

Frank V. ets. 


Lairy & Reeder. 

Q. A. Mvers. 
MADISON. 

A. D. Vanosdal. 
MARION. 

Gus S. Condo. 

Henry & Elliot. 

ti ea 


F. 
MISHAWAKA. 
Harvey W. Jones. 
MONTICELLO. 


N. 
V. Menzies. 
MUNCIE. 
Frank Ellis. 
Wm. T. Haymond. 


Hon. Geo. H. Koons. 


Walter J. Lots. 

W. W. Orr. 

R. E. Stevenson. 
NAPPANEE. 

Perry A. Early. 
NEW ALBANY. 

was H. Roose. 
PAOL 

Sern ’R. Lambdin. 
PERU. 

Joseph N. Tillett. 

Cox & Andrews. 
PORTLAND. 

Emerson McGriff. 
RICHMOND. 

- M. anenee. 

Paig 

ROACHDALE, 

Arthur Stevenson. 
ROCHESTER. 

s = Bibler. 

F. ar eomery: 

ROCKPORT. 


N. 

ROCKVILLE.” 

Elwood Hunt. 
RUSHVILLE. 

John H. Kiplinger. 

Wallace Morgan. 
SHELBYVILLE. 

J. W. Billman. 


ge. 





SOUTH BEND. 
A. McM. Creed. 
Charles A. Davey. 
George Ford. 
H. N. S. Home. 
Lucius Hubbard. 
Wm. A. MclInerny. 
Dan Pyle. 
SPENCER. 
I. H. Fowler. 
SULLIVAN. 
W. H. Bridwell. 
Charles D. Hunt. 
A. D. Leach. 
TERRE HAUTE. 
J. Baker. 
R. H. Catlin, 
> a O. Dix. 
G. A. Boyce. 
ais te oe 


Pyke. 

UNION CITY. 
Wm. W. Fowler. 

VALPARAISO. 


Crumpacker & Daly. 


VEVAY. 
F. M. Griffith. 
WABASH. 


Anderson & Slick. 
F. Brooks. 
H. M. Hipskind. 
G. Hunter. 
Shaman L. Stitt. 
Alvah Taylor. 
WALKERTON. 
Curtis, Widholm 
& Slick. 
J. Willis Cotton. 
WARSAW. 
L. W. Royse. 
WINAMAC. 
Spangler & 
Spangler. 


IOWA. 


ADEL, 
Rm. &. Barr. 
ALBIA. 
John T. Clarkson. 
- a 
L. Bonar. 
AMES. 
G. A. Underwood, 
ATLANTIC 
Jas. B. Bruff. 
S. H. Rudolph. 
BFDFORD. 
Flick & Flick, 
BOONE, : 
J. R. Whitaker. 
BURLINGTON. 
La Monte Cowles. 
J. T. Illick. 
CEDAR FALLS. 
J. B. Newman. 
CEDAR RAPIDS. 
Vincil Drahos. 
Jamison & Smyth 
Redmond & & Stewart. 
CLINTON. 
Chase & Seaman. 
‘ 7 _-. J. P. 
McCoy. 
coRYDOM 
Lewis Miles. 
COUNCIL BLUFFS. 
T. J. Boland. 
V. Lynebv 
D. H. Stubbs. 
Emmet Tinley. 
DAVENPORT. 
Jas. W. Bollinger. 
Cook & Dodge. 
Henry E. C. Ditzen. 
= M. Fisher. 


Henry H. Jetens. 
F. D. Letts. 

W. G. Mott. 

Isaac Petersberger. 


Louis E. Rodderwic. 


Ruvmann & 

Ruymann, 
Schmidt A on 
W. H. Wil 





DECORAH. 
H. F. Barthell. 
DES MOINES. 
Bowen, Brockett 
& Weldy. 
Guy R. Carson, 
H. H. Crow. 
Dudley & Coffin, 
I. M. Earle. 
N. T. Guernsey. 


Halloran & Starkey. 


E. P. Hudson. 

Chas. E. Hunn. 

Cc. W. Johnston. 

W. E. Miller. 

Clinton L. Nourse. 

Oscar Strauss, 

Sullivan & 

Sullivan. 

Ss. G. Van Auken. 

Geo. Wambach. 
DUBUQUE, 

J. P. Frantzen. 

Kenline & Roedell. 
FORT DODGE 

Wm. T. Chantland. 

R. M. Wright. 
GLENWOOD. 

Cc. E. Dean, 
HARLAN. 
G. W. Cullison. 
IOWA CITY. 

Mrs. Walter M. 


M. Mil 
MARSHALLTOWN. 
C. as E. Boardman. 
Ho J. M. Parker. 
MEDIAPOLIS. 
J. H. Scott. 
MUSCATINE. 


Frank L, Bihlmeier. 


Jayne & Hoffman. 

E, . Warner. 
POCAHONTAS, 

Ralston & Shaw. 
RED OAK. 

Geo. W. Thomas. 
ROCKWELL CITY. 

M. W. Frick. 
SIOUX CITY. 

John H. Jackson. 

Kass Bros. 

Wm. Milchrist. 

Robt. H. Munger, 
STORM LAKE. 
cin De Land. 


J. W. Willett. 
TIPTON. 
W. G. W. Geiger. 


KANSAS, 


ARKANSAS CITY. 
L. C. Brown. 
J. Mack Love. 
A. J. Willer. 
ATCHISON. 
J. M. Challiss. 
Henry Elliston. 
CANBY. 
Fairchild & 
Parsons. 

W. A. Merrill, 
CHERRYVALE. 
J. A. Brady. 

J. W. en 

— 
rs otitis 


D. 
CLAY CENTER. 
W. P. Anthony. 
COFFEYVILLE. 
Philin H. Cass. 
Gilbert M. Gauder. 
J. H. Keith. 
W. E. Zeigler. 
COT.TTMRUS. 
MeNntt & 
Williams. 
COUNCIL GROVE. 
John Maloy. 





BLLSW ORTH. 
Dallas Grover. 
EMPORIA, 
Dennis Madden, 
F. A. Meckel. 
FORT SCOTT. 
Biddle & Lardner. 
John H. Crain. 
GALENA. 
Truman T. Burr. 
GARDEN CITY. 
Miller & Foster. 
Cc, L. Marmon, 
GARNETT. 
A. J. Smith. 
GIRAR 
L. H. Phillips. 
GREAT BEND. 
James W. Clarke. 
HOLTON. 
John D. Meyers. 
HORTON. 
W. E. ‘Archer. 
at MBOLDT. 
A. 
HU CTCHINSON. 
r G. Fairchild. 
W. Tyler. 
INDEPENDENCE, 
J. Bryant. 
oO. P. Ergenbright. 
E. J. Lambert. 
Howard A, Scott. 
Stanford & 
Stanford. 
Thos. E. Wagstaff. 
J. B. Zeigler. 
IOLA. 
Campbell & 
Goshorn. 
W. D. Cope. 
R. E, Cullison, 
A. I, Florence. 
Hon. Oscar Foust. 
Samuel A. Gard. 
J. R. Miller. 
JBWELL CITY. 
J. — Ps cas aaa 


& 
JUNCTION CITY. 
Jas. V. Humphrey. 
KANSAS CITY. 
T. P. Anderson. 
Cc. Angevine. 
Geo. W. Littick 
Littick & Littick. 
Edwin S. McAnany. 
Cc. A. Rand. 
John T. Sims. 
Ware, Nelson & 
Ware 
A Wooley. 


Cc. L. Evans, 
LAWRENCE. 

Geo. J. Barker. 

Thos. Harley. 

L. H. Menger. 

J. H. Mitchell. 

Hon. W. W. 

Nevison. 

LEAVENWORTH. 

A, E. Dempsey. 

J. H. Wendorff. 
LINCOLN. 

John J. McCurdy. 
LYONS 

Fred P. Green. 
MAPLE HILL. 

Eugene Bourassa. 
MEDICINE LODGE. 

G. M. Martin. 
NEODESHA. 

Cc. W. Shinn. 
NEWTON. 

Bowman & 

Bowman. 

NORTON.- 

2. ee 
OTTAW 

w s, _—_/~ 
OVERBROOK. 

Ww. & Martin. 
PAOLA. 

W. T. Johnston. 
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a oan 
. A. Disch. 
My Oo. Eliis. 
J. W. Iden, 
PITTSBURG. 
Arthur Fuller. 
W. H. Morris. 
W. J. True, 
Wheeler & 
Kirkpatirck, 
PLEASANTON. 
James D. Snoddy. 
RUSSELL. 
J. G. Vogelsang. 
SCAMMON. 
Jes F. Wolfe. 
-_" JOHN. 
Vm. Dixon. 
onmaae 
N. E. Van Tuyl. 
STERLING. 
Fred P. Green. 
TOPEKA. 
W. A. S. Bird. 
D. H. Branaman. 
Hon, R. A. Burch. 
P H. Forbes. 
T. ~~ Garver. 
R. H. Gaw. 
L. H. Greenwood. 
Otis E. Hungate. 
T. D. Humphreys. 
M. A. Low. 
W. S. McClintock. 
ae W. Newell. 
Cc. Root. 
> M. Thomas. 
D. C. Tillotson. 
TRIBUNE. 

D. R. Beckstrom. 
WELLINGTON. 

W. T. McBride. 
WICHITA. 

John W. Adams. 

John D. Davis. 

Foulke & Matson, 

M. C. Freerks. 

F. K. Hammers. 

Houston & Brooks. 
WINFIELD. 

S. A. Smith. 

J. E. Torrgnce. 


<sieeie 
KENTUCKY, 
ARGO. 
Wheeler Blankin- 
ship. 
BARDSTOWN. 
N. W. Halstead. 
CATLETTSBURG. 


Thomas R. /[Brown. 


COVINGTON. 


neers Cc. Simmons. 


DAYTO 
C. J. Van Fleet. 
ELIZABETHTOWN. 
H. L. James. 
ELKTON. 
S. Walton Forgy. 
FRANKFORT. 
Wm. Rogers Clay. 
T. L. Edelen. 
Elwood Hamilton. 
GREENUP 
on. J. Pa. Bennett. 
HMARRODSBURG. 
Wm. L. 
Whittinghill. 
HAWESVILLE. 
Bugene C, Vance. 
HENDERSON, 
Clay & Clay. 
LAWRENCEBURG. 
Morris W. Bartlett. 
LEXINGTON 
a A, Bdge. 
dé.’ BD, G. R. Hunt. 
Shelby. & Shelby. 


Robert Green. 





LOUISVILLE. 
Paul Blackwood, 
A. S. Brandeis. 
WwW. C. Brown. 
J. ri Chatterson, 
Davis. 
William B. Eagles. 
G. A, Ellerkamp. 
Fairleigh, Straus 
& Fairleigh. 
W. S. Hogue. 
Clemens Huggins. 
Junius C. Klein. 
Kohn, Baird 
& Spindle, 
D. M. Rodman. 
Delos B. Rggers. 
Andrew M. Sea, Jr. 
Cc. B. Seymour. 
Wm, Arthur 
Spindle. 
MAYSVILLE. 
Geo. W. Adair. 
Hon. A. M. J. 
Cochran, 


Frank P. O’Donnell. 


MEEK. 

Wm. G. Wells. 
MORGANTOWN 

Anthony Thatcher. 
ae ee 

B. Kendrick. 

oWiNSBORO 

E. B. Anderson, 

Gilbert Holbrook. 
PADUCAH. 

Jno. W. Egester. 

J. Cc. Flournoy. 
PIKEVILLE. 

M. W. Maynard. 


James M. Roberson. 


PINEVILLE. 

Cc. W. Metcalf. 
G. T. Simpson. 
PR, Geeks RG. 

Cc. Goble. 
RUSSELLVILLE. 
R. Crewdson. 
WILLIAMSEU RG. 
R. L. Pope, 
H. H. Tye. 
R. S. Rose. 


LOUISIANA. 


ALEXANDRIA, 
G. Purnell 
Whittineton. 
COVINGTON. 
Miller & Morgan. 
CROWLEY. 
P. J. Chappuis. 
Thos. R. Smith. 
Story & Pugh. 
LIN. 


Charles A. O’Neill. 
LAKE CHARLES, 

R. L. Belden. 

L, A. Goudeau., 

Paul W. Hortie. 

Taylor & Taylor. 

Young & Plauche. 
NEW ORLEANS. 


Carroll & Carroll. 
Clegg & Quintero. 
Farrar, Jones & 
Kruttschnitt. 
Chas, Payne Fenner. 
Rufus E. Foster. 
J. Martial Laveyre. 
Fdwin J. Mahoney. 
Georges A. Michel. 
James M. Pierce. 
Chas. S. Rice. 
Frank lL. 
Richardson. 
Theodore Roehl. 
Wynne G. Rogers. 
Ventress J. Smith. 
W. B. Snencer. 
John F. Tobin. 
a ey ae 
TL. Anstin aeeennet. 
SHREVEPOR 
Davis & ae 
Herndon 
Herndon. 





VIDALIA 
Jno. 8. “Boatner, Jr. 


MAINE, 


BIDDEFORD. 
George L. Emery. 


Thos. H. B. Pierce. 
LEWISTON. 
J. G. Chabot. 

MILO. 
W. A. Johnston. 


John T,. Fagan. 
George F. Gould. 
Seth L, Larrabee. 
Cc. P. Matilocks. 

D. A. Meaher. 

Frank W. Robinson. 
WOODFORDS. 
Scott Wilson. 


MARYLAND, 


BALTIMORE. 
Allan Cleaveland. 
Lewis Hochheimer. 
W. L. Maybery. 
Edward N. Rich. 
Ralph Robinson. 
A de Russy Sap- 


Joseph R. ‘Walter. 
M. R. Walter. 
CHESTERTOWN. 
Lewin W. Wickes, 
CUMBERLAND. 
J. W. S. Cochrane. 
DeWarren H. 
Reynolds. 
Joseph Spriggs. 
HAGERSTOWN. 
Alexander 
Armstrong, Jr. 
ROLAND PARK 
Robert N. Baer. 


MASSACHUSETTS, 


BOSTON. 
Joseph Bennett. 
Henry S. Dewey. 
Charles E. Grinnell. 
sane: T. Harris. 
W. Pickering. 
Valley, Innes & 
Mansfield. 
. R. Wrightington. 
Samuel P. White. 
a GE 
D. Brannan. 
LOWE 
John LW. McEvoy. 
John J. Pickman. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
James L. Doherty. 
WEBSTER. 
H. J. a 
WORCEST 
William o Mellish. 


MICHIGAN, 


ADRIAN. 
Geo. W. Ayers, 
Charles L. 
Robertson. 


ALBION. 
E. R. Loud. 
ALLEGAN. 
Cc. Montague. 
—s Padgham. 
Wm. W. Warner. 
ANN ARBOR. 
William G. Doty, 


J. P. 
BATTLE CREEK. 


Hon. Jesse Arthur. | 


Burritt Hamilton. 
BAY CITY 


Brakie J. Orr. 


CADILLAC. 
. Haskins. 





DETROIT. 
Atkinson & 
Atkinson. 
E, S. Clarkson. 
Ronald Kelly. 
Sidney T. Miller. 
Isaac N. Payne. 
Washington 
I. Robinson. 
W. A. Seegmiller. 
Geo. A. Safford. 
Hal H. Smith. 
Ss. G, Thompson. 
FLINT. 
Everett L. Bray. 
GLADWIN. 
Hon. T. G. Campbell. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Boltwood & 
Boltwood. 
gr eng & 
Keene 
Colin P. ‘campbell. 
H. Monroe Dunham. 
Gerald Fitz Gerald. 
H. H. Freeland, 
Reuben Hatch. 
James A. Lombard. 
Taggart & Taggart. 


A. T. Streeter, 
JACKSON. 
Thomas A. Wilson, 
FALAMAZOO. 
E. M. Irish. 
a ye 
arris F. A aaa 
MANCHEST 
A. J. Waters, 
MARION. 
W. L. Kinney. 
MAROUETTE. 
Cc. F. Button. 
MENOMINEE 
Michael J. Doyle. 
a 
Lockwood. 


H. A. 
MT. CLEMENS. 


Smith. Nims, Hoyt 
& Erwin, 
Willard J. Turner. 
PORT HURON. 
Mrs. Lizzie Avery. 
SAULT STE MARIE. 
Geo. A. Cady 
W. A. Coutts. 


MINNESOTA, 
ALBERT LEA, 
H. H. Dunn. 
A. WA Mayland. 
ANOK 
Artin E. Giddings 
ARGYLE 
P. Kirsen. 
BRAINERD. 
T. Cc. Blewitt. 
Hon. W. S. 
MeClenahan. 
. H. Mantor. 
BUFFALO. 
H. oonne. 
CLOQUET 
F. V. Innskeep. 
CROOKSTON. 
Miller & Foote. 
DETROIT. 
aernceme & 
arman. 
DULUTH, 
John B. Arnold. 
H. O. Courtney. 
W. G. Crosby. 
M. Douglas. 
Warrer E. Greene. 
L. C. Harris. 
Andrew Nelson. 
A, T. Park. 
L. U. C. Titus. 
Jchn p* pecan 
EAST ee 


Seeuna” & Scoilins. 
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FERGUS FALLS. 
Leonard Eriksson. 
N. F. Field. 


Pr. 
FOSSTO 


J. Aiport Hendricks. 


FRAZEE. 

J. H. Baldwin. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 

Alfred L. Thwing. 
HALLOCK. 

Elmer C, Yetter. 
INTERNATIONAL 

FALL 


Cc. W. Stanton. 
LANBSBOROUGH. 

A. G. Chapman. 
LITCHFIELD. 

March Bros. 
LITTLE FALLS. 

A. P. Blanchard. 

E. F. Shaw. 
LUVERNE. 

Jay A. Kennicott. 


Carl F. J. Goebel. 
MINNEAPOLIS. 


Ayers & McDonald. 


Morgan W. Beach. 

Geo. M. Bleecker. 

W. F. Booth. 

E. T. Brandebury. 

Cc. A. Bucknam. 

Wm. N. M. 
Crawford. 

F. B. Dodge. 

Fifield & Fifield. 

H. R. Hewitt. 

Cc, C. Joslyn. 

Kerr & Fowler. 

Seth Lundauist. 


Willis A. McDowell. 


John J. Martin. 

Phil T. Megaarden. 
- A. C. Middelstadt. 
PRESTON. 
H. S. Bassett. 
RED LAKE FALLS. 
Thomas Germo. 
RED WING. 

Albert Johnson. 

Hon. W. C 

Williston. 

ROCHESTER. 

Burt W. Faton. 

Thomas Spillane, 
ROYALTON. 

Cc. Rosenmeier. 
RUSH CITY. 

Charles Elmquist. 
ST. CLOUD. 

James L. Jenks. 
ST. PAUL. 

F. Barta. 

Alf. E. Boyesen. 

Hon. C. L. Brown. 

Cahill & Funke. 


Harold Harris. 

G. Loevinger. 

Frederick L. 
McGehee. 

¢. D. O’Brien. 

J. D. O’Brien. 


Edward P. Sanborn. 
dt 


A. B. Schmidt. 

W. M. Stenhenson. 

Ambrose Tiche. 

John W. Willis. 
SANDSTONE 

8. CG Scott. 
SPOONER. 

Geo. E. Ericson. 
THIEF RIVER 

ALLS. 

G. Halvorson. 
W ARREN. 

Julius J. Olson. 
WASECA, 

John J. Isker. 

John Moonan. 





WINONA. 
Herbert M. Bierce. 
Brown, Abbott 


& Somsen. 
Hon. A. H. Snow, 
M. B. Webber. 


MISSISSIPPI. 


a N. 
Ww. . Clifton, 
G. Pw Leftwich. 
McFarland & 
McFarland. 
BILOXI. 
Doty & Elmer. 
W. A. White. 
BROOKHAVEN. 
T. Brady, Jr. 


CAPELL 
J. R. Lindsay. 
CLEVELAND. 
Moore, Jones & 
Hardee. 
GREENVILLE. 
Paxton & Watson. 
A. J. Rose. 
GREENWOOD. 
Gardner & 
Whittington. 
GUFPORT. 
M. D. Brown. 
Hanun Gardner, 
H. Maybin. 
HATTIESBURG. 
Ariel C. Cherry. 
T. C. Hannah. 
Warren Upton. 
HAZLEHURST. 
J. B. Chrisman, Jr. 
J. C. Dodds. 
INDIANOLA. 
Frank E. Everett. 
JACKSON. 
Harris. Powell 
& Willing. 
Mav & Flowers. 
Allen Thompson. 
J. H. Thompson. 
R. H. Thompson. 
Le REL. 


J. T. D. Kinnison. 
LEXINGTON 

W. L. Dver. 

H. H. Elmore. 

G. H. MeMorrough. 

R. C. McBee. 

S. M. Smith. 


LIBERTY. 

R. S. Stewart. 
MERIDIAN. 

Cc. M. Wright. 
NATCHEZ. 

A. H. Geisenberger. 
NEWTON. 


W. I. Munn. 
OKOLONA. 

L. P. Haley. 
OXFORD. 

W. V. Sullivan. 
PITTSBORO. 


Thos. U. Haman, Jr. 


PORT GTRSON. 
Cc. A. French. 
PURVIS 
C. G. Mavson. 
ROSEDALRF. 
Chas. Seott, 
& Seott. 
Osear G. McGuire. 
SARDITS. 
tT. F Rainwater. 
SCRANTON. 
Dennv & Denny 
Miller. Sanders & 
Dudlew 
SFMINAPY, 
HW. P. Hosey. 
SUMNER 
A. L. Whitten. 


Woods 





SUMRALL. 
J. W. Shanks. 
ha a gee 
W. E. Mollison. 
Murray F. Smith. 
N. Vick Robbins. 
WAYNESBORO. 
E. W. Steuart. 
WEST POINT 
S. G. Ivy 
WIGGINS 
Urithon B. Parker. 
YAZOO. 
Henry, Barbour & 
Henry. 


MISSOURI, 


AURORA 

Edward J. White. 
BETHANY 

G. W. Wanamaker. 
BOONVILLE. 

W. V. Draffen. 
BRUNSWICK. 


Benecke & Benecke. 


CAMERON. 
E. J. Smith. 
CAMPBELL. 


W. E. Glenn. 
CAPE GIRARDEAU. 
H. E. ee. 

CARTHAG 
Jd. H. Bailey. 
H. W. Blair. 
Howard Gray. 
J. W. Halliburton. 
R. A, Mooneyhani. 
H. L. Shannon. 
CHILLICOTHE. 
I C ne 1 


CLINTON. 
G. V. Berry. 
COLLINS. 
W. H. Plaster. 
COLUMBIA. 
M. R. Conlev. 
Henry C. Hill. 
EXCELSIOR 
SPRINGS. 
Wm. E. Fowler. 
E. L. Riley. 
FAYETTE. 
R. M. Bagby. 
FLORIDA 
dD. FP. Violette. 
HANNIBAL. 
A. E. Fisher. 
F. W. Neeper. 
E. W. Nelson. 
HARRISONVILLE. 
7. D. Summers. 
HERMITAGE. 
F. Marion Wilson. 
HILLSBORO. 
A. T. Brewster. 
HOUSTON. 
Dooley & Salyer. 
Lamar & Lamar. 
HUGHESVILLE. 
E. B. Powell. 
JEFFERSON CITY. 
Thos. H. Antrobus. 
JOPLIN. 
J. Cc. Ammerman. 
FE. B. Chestnut. 
F. D. Decker. 
T. C. Hendricks 
Fred W. Kelsey. 
MctIndoe & 

Thurman. 
Merritt & Arnold. 
A. E, Svencer. 

R. P. Stone. 
Fred. L. Williams. 
KANSAS CITY. 

. N. Adams. 

Seen D. Ashley. 
Frank T. Burnham. 
lL. F. Coffin. 
LL. N. Demnsey. 
F. C. Dabney. 
J. P. Dana. 
Kenneth McC. 

De Weese. 





Francis C. Downey. 

John A. Eaton, 

Henry N. Ess. 

Hon. Thos. P. 
Fenlon. 

B. P. Finley. 

S. A. Handy. 

Harkless, Crycler 
& Histed. 

W. A. Harnsberger. 

Virgil Jaudon, 

Johnson & Lucas. 

G. M. Johnston. 

H. C. McDougal. 

L. P. Madden. 

John T. Marshall. 

M. J. Pendergast. 

B. A. Plummer. 

Grant IL. 
Rosenzweig. 

Cc. E. Small. 

Ss. W. Taylor. 

Warner & Dean. 

B. Wells. 

Clyde Wilcox. 

Williams & Hunter. 

KINGSTON. 
D. E. Adams. 
LEXINGTON. 
aoe Richard 


Fie 
LIBERTY. 
D. C. Allen. 
MACON. 
Dysart 
et gy 
R. Chowning. 
MARY VILLE. 
M. E. Ford. 
MAYSVILLE. 
Hewitt & Hewitt. 
MEMPHIS. 
Smoot & Smoot. 
MEXICO. 
Clarence A, Barnes. 
P. H. Cullen. 
W. W. Fry. 
Geo. Robertson. 
MOBERLY. 


&« Mitchell. 


S. Mayhew. 
NEOSHO. 
James H. Pratt. 
NEVADA. 
B. Johnson. 
J. B. Journey. 
J. R. Moss, 
Hon. S. A. Wright. 
NEW LONDON 
Adlai J. Engle. 
CRAN 
I. %. * 
OSCEOLZ 
Waldo 4 Johnson. 
PARIS. 
Racland & 
McAllister. 
T. T. Rodes. 


J. B. Daniel. 
RICHMOND 

T. N. Lavelock. 
ROCKPORT. 


Milton J. Bauer. 
Frank B. Fulkerson. 
Gabbert & Mitchel, 
Geo. W. Groves. 
Oscar D. McDaniel. 
W. B. Pistole. 

W. H. Sherman. 

W. A. Taylor. 


ST. Lotte 

~ 7. Stem. 
ugene An 

Hon. Shepard st 
Barclay. 

George F. Beck. 

— mn a 
van r 

Willi << 

Bovle & Priest, 

Robert Burkham. 

John RB. Christensen. 
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Chas. Conradis. 
J. E, Dame. 
John M. Dickson. 


Dickson & Dickson. 


Hon. Daniel Dillon. 
F. C. Donnell. 
Hon. Walter B. 
Douglas. 
John G. Egan. 
W. F. Evans. 
Henry T. Ferriss. 
Hon. D. D. Fisher. 
Ww. A. Gardner. 
Vital W. Garesche. 
R. F. Goadnow. 
Bernard 
Greensfelder. 
James Hagerman. 
Claud D. Hall. 
Harlan, Jeffries 
& Wagner. 


Albert E. Hausman. 


John A. Hope. 

Hon. Warwick 
Hough. 

Johnson, Houts, 
Marlat & Hawes. 

William T. Jones. 

F. N. Judson. 

A. C. Ketring. 

oO. H. E. Kramer. 

J. F. Lee. 

F. W. Lehman. 

George R. 
Lockwood. 

Hon. Jesse A. 
McDonald. 

John O. Marshall. 

P. P. Mason. 

Frederick A. 
Mayhall. 

Chas. Nagel. 


Everett W. Pattison. 


Carl Otto. 

Alexander Rahm. 

A. H. Robbins. 

E. S. Robert. 

Hon. O'Neil Ryan. 

Wm. Sacks. 

George Safford. 

Seullin & Chopin. 

Louis A. Steber. 

Stern & Haberman. 

A. M. Sullivan. 

James M. 
Sutherland. 

A. R. Taylor. 

E. H. Taylor. 

an. C. Vaughan. 
R. F. Walker. 

Watts. Williams 
& Dines. 

Wm. Wehrenbrecht. 

Sam H. West. 

Joseph Wheless, 


Charles P. Williams. 


ere E. Withrow. 


~ MARYS. 
7 “RB. Whitledge. 
SALFM. 
J. D. Guston. 
SALISBURY. 
A. W. Johnson. 
SEDALIA. 
q > Bothwell, 
H. Sangree, 
SPRINGFIELD, 
T. J. Delaney. 
Louis P. Ernst. 
Jno. S. Farrington. 
G. D. Kirby. 
A. B. Lovan. 
J. McCammon, 
E. Merrill. 
Orin Patterson. 
W. A. Rathbun. 
W. D. Tatlow. 
Woodruff & Mann. 
Wright Bros. & 
Blair. 
TRENTON. 
Platt Hubbell. 
UNION. 
Jesse M. Owen. 
VAN BUREN. 
Clark & Yount. 





WEBB CITY. 
Wesley Halliburton. 
E. Cresswell, J. P. 
R. T. Mountjoy, J. P. 


MONTANA. 


ANACONDA. 
J. H. Duffy. 
BELGRADE. 
Walter Aitken, 
BILLINGS. 
W. M. Johnston. 
BUTTE. 
William F. Barta. 
John F. Davies. 
M. J. English. 
M. D. Kelly. 
Maury & 
Templeman. 
William Meyer. 
FORSYTH. 
F. V. H. Collins, 


GLASGOW. 

Geo. E. Hurd. 
GLENDIVE. 

Cc. C. Hurley. 
GREAT FALLS. 

Ransom Cooper. 

James W. Freeman. 

W. H. Meigs. 

I. Parker Veazey. 
HAMILTON. 

R. A. O'Hara. 
HELENA. 

Geier & Working. 

KE. G. McIntire. 

Wight & Pew. 
KALISPELL. 

Charles W. Pomeroy. 
LEWISTON. 

Edgar G. Worden. 
LIVINGSTON. 

Miller & ™Conror. 

A. A Stark. 
MALT 

po ong ‘A. Tressler. 
— CITY 


Sydney Sanner. 

Sharp!ess Walker. 
MISSOULA. 

Thos. C. Marshall. 

Woody & Woody. 
RED LODGE 

Frank P. Whicher. 


NEBRASKA. 


ALBION. 
Frank D. Williams. 

AUBURN. 

EB. Ferneau. 
AURORA 

J. H. Grosvenor. 

John A. Whitmore. 
~~ CITY. 

B. Whitney. 

EROKEN BOW. 

N. T. Gadd. 
BUTTE. 

John A. Davis. 
CENTRAL CITY. 

Elmer E. Ross. 
COLUMBUS. 

A. M. Post. 
ELWOOD. 

O. E. Bozarth. 
GRAND ISLAND. 

Arthur C. Mayer. 

Chas. G. Ryan. 
HARTINGTON. 

J. Robinson. 
HASTINGS, 

R. A. Batty. 

M. A. Hartigan. 
HEBRON. 

4. = eon. 
IMPERIA 

P. W. Aeott. 
LEXINGTON. 

Geo. C. Gillan. 

T. L. Warrington. 


( 





LINCOLN. 
D. J. Flaherty. 
Flansburg & 

Williams. 

Sam B. liams. 
W. B. Price. 
Hon. A. J. Sawyer. 
Strode & Strode. 


Tibbets & Anderson. 


MADISON. 

William V. Allen. 
MINDEN. 

Lewis C. Paulson. 
NEBRASKA CITY. 

John C. Watson. 
NELIGH. 

J. B. Smith. 
NORTH PLATTE. 

Hoagland & 

Hoagland. 

OMAHA. 

Lyle I. Abbott. 

iisdward L. Bradley. 

B. G. Burbank. 

A. H. Burnett. 

E. T. Farnsworth. 

H. Fischer. 

W. D. Giffin. 

T. A. Hollister. 

James E. Kelby. 

Howard 

Kennedy, Jr. 
A, L. Knabe. 


Montgomery & Hall. 


E. Pritchett. 
Guy R. C. Read, 
W. W. Slabaugh. 
Chas. E. Walters 
& Co. 
Weaver & Giller. 
PLATTSMOUTH. 
M. Archer. 
Hon. Harvey PD. 
Travis. 
SCOTTSBLUFF. 
L. Raymond. 
SEWARD. 
M. D. Carey. 
SIDNEY. 
H. E. Grapen. 
SOUTH OMAHA. 
Charles W. Sears. 


NEVADA. 


CARSON CITY. 

William Woodburn. 
—— 

Hon. I. Solomon. 

GOLDFIELD. 

James Donovan, 

T. L. Foley. 

Chas. L. Hoyes. 

T. C. MecDevit. 
. Rogers. 


Frank D. King. 

Wm. Woodburn. Jr. 
TONOPAH. 

Mark R. Averill. 


Bartlett & Thatcher. 


Hon, J. P. Brissell. 
P. E. Keeler. 


Morris & McCarran. 


YERINGTON. 
Baker & Miller. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE. 


BERLIN. 
Rich & Marble. 
Care. 


Edward G. Leach. 
GORHAM. 
Rich & Marble. 
MANCHESTER. 
Burnham, Brown, 
Jones & Warren. 
eney, N. Hurd. 


D. A. zapeart. 
NEWPOR 
J. M. Basten 








WHITEFIELD. 
E. M. Bowker. 
R,. J. Peaslee. 


NEW JERSEY. 


BRIDGETON. 

Walter H. 
at a ag 

m. §S. Stuhr. 

JERSEY CITY. 

Collins & Corbin. 
NEWARK. 

John R. Emery. 

Col. E. L. Price. 

Philemon Woodruff. 
PASSAIC. 

S. Ira rer 
PLAINFIEL 

Edward o Keasbey. 
TRENTON. 

Miss Mary Malloy. 


NEW MEXICO, 


ALAMOGORDO. 
Byron Sherry 
ALBUQUERGUE. 
F. W. Clancy. 
H. F. Raynolds. 

CARLSBAD. 
D. G. enna. 


Bacon. 


Chapman, J. P. 
—_ Cc. Ely. 
F. Hamilton. 
) Bad R. Waddell. 
LAS VEGAS. 
Geo. H. Hunker. 
a ee AIR. 
Emil C. Knappe. 
PORTALES. 
Sam ” Nixon. 
RATON. 
= a. " Bickley. 


C. Wrigley. 
ROSWE LL. 
S. Bateman. 
D. W. Elliott. 
Cc. H. Spencer. 
SANTA FE. 
Fi Ly pera 
ictory. 
SILVER ‘CITY: 
A. H. Harllee. 
F. W. Vellacott. 
Percy Wilson. 
Frank J. Wright. 
TEXICO. 
W. S. Alford, J. P. 
W. H. Weatherby. 


NEW YORK. 


ALBANY. 
George Lawyer. 
BINGHAMPTON. 
A. J. McCrary. 
BUFFALO. 
Adelbert Moot. 
CANANDAIGUA. 
L. “ Hall. 
LONG ISLAND CITY. 
Mortimer L. 
Hinchman. 
NEW _YORK CITY. 
K. R. Babbitt. 
penser & Ryall. 

5 urroughs., 
Henry K. Davis. 
Hon. D. M. Delmas. 
Melville Egleston. 
Walter H. 

Liebmann. 

Arthur L. 
Rn edie a 
usse Wi q 
SYRACUSE. reat 
D. A. Pierce. 


NORTH CAROLINA. 


ALBEMARLE, 
Apex” ~Ntvoutt. 


Percy J. Olive. 
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ASHEVILLE. 
Louis M. Bourne. 
J. C. Martin. 
Fred W. Thomas, 

BAKERSVILLE. 
W. L. Lambert. 

DUNN. 

R. L. Godwin. 

GATESVILLE. 


Cc 
GREENSBORO. 


Brooks & Thomson. 


Robert M. Douglas. 

N. L. Eure. 

Robert R. King. 

W. S. Needham. 

R. C. Strudwick. 
HILLSBORO. 

Frank Nash. 
LEXINGTON. 

Wade H. Phillips. 
MONROE. 

Redwine & Sikes. 
NORTH 


WILKESBORO. 
Hackett & Fletcher. 


RALEIGH. 

H. E. Norris. 

Douglass & Sykes. 
ROCKINGHAM. 

A. S. Dockery. 
SALISBURY. 

Burton Craige. 

James H. Horah., 
SMITHFIELD. 

Pou & Brooks, 
WASHINGTON. 

H. S. Ward. 
Ww! AYNESV ILLE 

an & Bryan. 

WHITEY ILLE. 

J. R. Williamson. 
WILLIAMSTON. 


Winston & Everett. 


WILMINGTON. 
Jno. W. Gafford. 
WILSON. 


John E. Woodward. 


WINSTON SALEM. 
B. ©. Tavis. 
WINTON. 
J. R. Mitchell. 


NORTH DAKOTA, 


ALEXANDER. 
Robert Norheim. 
BISMARCK. 
Geo. W. Newton. 


er 
Hf. Purchase. 

BOTTINEAU. 

FE. C. Bowen 

John J. Murphy. 
BOWBFETLS. 

Geo. H. Giersten. 
CROSBY. 

Geo. Cudhie. 
Dre TNSON. 


EPPING. 
H. P. Wingerd. 
oe en 
i. Barnett. 
p A W. Cupler. 
A. T. Cole, 
R. YD. Townsend. 
EF. W. Wricht. 
ee 
P. WH. Woodward. 
GRAND FORKS. 
T. R. Ranes. 
J. R. Wineman. 
Hervey 
n Rerrv, 
JAMMETOWN 
Tames Douchty. 
Tohn Knanf, 
Tames .A. Murovhy. 
Oscar J. Seiler. 
KFNMAREP 
Gray & Gray. 





LANGDON. 

J. G. Johnson. 
LARIMORE. 

Stephen J. Cowiey. 

Thos. H. Pug. 

Saml. J. Radcliffe. 
LINTON. 

H. A. Armstrong. 
LISBON. 

c. O. Heckle. 
MANDAN. 

Jas. M. Hanley. 
MINNEWAUKAN. 

Buttz, Sinness & 


ret 
Mark. H. "Chatfield. 
Greenleaf & 
Leighton, 
Johnson & Nestos. 
Le Seuer, Bradford 
& Hurly. 
PALERMO. 
E. W. Burke. 
PEMBINA 
H. B. Spiller. 
PORTAL, 


RUGB 
cinesi E. Coger. 
L. N. Torson. 


4 Lockerby. 


V ALL BEY CITY. 
Theodore §S. 
Lindland. 
H. Winterer. 
WESTHOPE. 
Baker & Brace. 
WILLISTON. 
Aaron J. Bessie. 
Percy S. Crewe. 
Greenleaf & Fisk, 


OHIO, 


BELLAIRE. 
Fred S. Spriggs. 
BOWLING GREEN. 
P. J. Chase. 
BRYAN. 
Charles 
CANTON. 
Lynch & Day. 
CINCINNATI. 
Henry Baer. 
Hoffman, Bode & 
Le Blond. 
Burch & Johnston. 
1 x J. Dollie. 
A. A. Ferris. 
A. L. Herrlinger. 
Thornton M. Hinkle. 
Louis J. Hoppe. 
Knight & Jones. 
Johnson & Levy. 
Mackov & Mackoy. 
E. C. Pyle. 
Ernst Rehm. 
Hon. C. 
Roberston, 
Hon. Jacob 
Schroder. 
G. A. Shrague. 
E. W. Strong. 
James B. Swing. 
Morison R. Waite. 
CLEVELAND 
Brady & Dowling, 
T. H. Bushnell. 
F. E. Dellenbaugh. 
John W. Hannon. 
E. L. Hessenmueller. 
W. C. Rogers. 

H. G. Schaibly. 
Squire, Sanders 
»% Dempsey. 
¥. aeniting. 

CoLUat BUS. 
Arnold, Morton 
& Irvine. 
S. B. Kingsbury, 
Hon. J. L. Price. 
Pugh & Pugh. 


E. Scott. 





DAYTON. 
Frank S. Breene, 
John W. Kreitzer. 
ELYRIA. 
D. J. Nye. 
FINDLAY. 
Ross d. 
Weatherald. 
ax my pinoy 


IRONTON. 
R. Johnson. , 
LANCASTER. 
7 G. Reeves. 


LONDON. 

Bruce P. Jones. 

R. H. McCloud. 
ee or eo 

8. Cummings. 
MARIETTA 

Cc. T. O’Neil). 
ee 

.. oe 

NEWA 
R. SPitzsibbon. 

Pe 


Bailey. & Leasure. 
RAVENNA. 
W. J. Beckley. 
SIDNEY. 
Chas. C. Marshall. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
Cc. 8. Olinger. 
W. M. Rockel. 
7S 
- Q. Adams. 
< aah. Bartlett 
James Harrington 
Boyd. 
Hon. G. Harmon, 
Oo. S. Brumback. 
Fell & Schaal. 
Southard & 
Southard. 
Mullholland & 
Hartmann. 
WARREN. 
E. E. Roberts. 
YOUNGSTOWN 
Geo. F. Arrell. 
Herman 
Brandmiller, Jr. 
Theodore A. 
Johnson. 


OKLAHOMA, 


ADA. 
B. H. Epperson, 
AFTON. 


Sam. H. Butler. 
J. B. Champion. 
Josiah Mark. 
R. A. Howard. 


M. F. Winfrey. J. P. 


Davis, Freeman 
& Anderton. 
W. A. Ledbetter. 
~~ Bowman 


Potter. 
aToK =A. 
Ww. Farmer. 
} AD ose, & 
Asheraft, 
J. G. Ralls. 
Geo. F. Robertson. 
c. eeks. 
BARTLESVILLA. 
Charles Awrey. 
R. B. Foster, 
Tom Georce. 
rs ee ae — 
Theo. H. Hull 








BARTLESVILLE. 
Saml. G. Magee. 
H. H Montgomery. 
Joe Porter. 

Wm. T. Sidell. 
EGGS. 

a & Stephens. 

BIXB 
L. I Taylor. 

BLACKWELL. 
John 8S. Burger. 
W. C. Teterick. 

BOYNTON. 

R. E. Grason. 
BROKEN ARROW. 
J. S. Severson. 

CHANDLER. 
Decker & Decker. 
Owen & Nuley. 

CHECOTAH. 

Ben D. Gross. 
J. B. Lucus. 

CHEROKEE. 

W. L. Owen, 

CHICKASBA. 

F. E. Riddle. 
Taylor & Linn. 
J. H. Venable. 

CLAREMORE. 

Jno. Q. Adams. 
Davenport, 
Anderson & Estel. 


H. Jennings. 
CLINTON. 

eran Bulow. 
COALGATE. 


Fagshee & Benson. 
ae LE. 

An ; ema 
cow ET 

BR. C. Tees, 

W. A. Brigham, 
DUNCAN. 

yy Burns, 
DURANT. 

Crook & Kyle. 

Ferguson & 

Richardson. 

J. A. Harrod, 

J. M. Johnson. 

W. E. Utterback. 
EL RENO. 

Thomas R. Beman. 

en H. L. Fogg. 
. Frame, 


Ss: 


“ae M. Dodson. 
Fillebrown. 
3. A: Lee, 
J. H. Parker. 
J. C. Roberts. 
W. S. Whittinghill. 
EUFAULA., 
McBut & Jefferson. 
FORT GIBSON. 
_ Ls Hudson, J. P. 
1. Ortman, 
FRED DE RICK. 
Ahern, Dial 
& McDaniel. 
GRAND 
A. FL Williams. 
GROV 
Ad. v. Gevenme. 
GUTHRIE. 
C. x , eR 
John Embry. 
B. F. Garrett. 
Fred W. Green. 
S. W. Hayes. 
A. H. Huston. 
Thos G. Jones. 


T. Damascus. 
HENNESSY 
Lee M. Gray. 
HOBART 
Spink & Spink. 
Hon. James R. 
Tolbert. 











CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL. 








HOLDENVILLE. 
W. P. Langston. 
J. Erle Red. 
Walker, McCawley 
& Hurst. 
INDIAHOMA, 
Ww. E. Billups. 
HUGO. 
T. O. Nelso 
Gaylord R. "Wilcox. 
KIEFER. 
Jas. J. Murphy. 
J. B. Robinson. 
KINGFISHER. 
John Bradley, Jr. 
D. K. Cunningham. 
Tyler & Lewis. 
LAHOMA. 
Arthur A, §Stuli, 
LAWTON. 
Alvin Campbell. 
Ss. M. Cunningham. 
Louis Davis. 
H. W. Hanna. 
Amil H. Japp. 
M. T. Perkins. 
L. P. Ross. 
O. H. Travers. 
James H. 
Wolverton. 
re ae 
Cc. E. B. Cutler. 
McALESTER. 
G. L. Andrews. 
J. S. Arnote. 
J. B. Bacon 
Boyd & Moore. 
Benedict Elder. 
Geo. Fitzpatrick, 
S. Guerrier. 
Augustus Guess. 
H. Kellogg. 
Lester & 
Hammond. 
Cc. Markley. 
R. H. Matthews. 
H. B. Milner. 
Robert Tarter. 
MADILL, 
F. E, Kennamer. 
MIAMI. 
Cooter, Thompson 
& Thompson. 
MUSKOGEE 
Percival Adams. 
De Roos Bailey. 
M. G. Bailey. 
Brook & Brook. 
Brown & Stewart. 
Anselan Buchanan. 
J. Garfield Buel. 
Crosby & Crosby. 
Irwin Donovan. 
Franklin & 
Tscharner. 
‘ F. Gaskill. 
A. Gibson. 
Wy. D. Halfhill. 
Hart & O'Hare. 
W. T. Hutchings. 


E. E. Jefferson, J. P. 


Archie V. Jones 

Charles B. Law. 

Corneiius J. Jones. 

J. H. Lilley. 

D. C. Morrison. 

Geo. A. Murphy. 

A. S. McRea. 

N. B. Maxey. 

John B. Meserve. 

D. H. Morgan. 

Kenneth §. 
Murchison, 

P. L. Soper. 

S. R. Tavlor. 

John R. Thomas. 


J. L. Robertson. 

Sam K. Sullivan. 
NORMAN. 

J. D. Grigsby. 

W. J. Jackson. 


Ben. F. William, Jr. 





NOWATA. 
Wm, V. Theaves. 
OKLAHOMA CITY. 
Oliver C. Black. 
Fred. S. Caldwell. 
T. G. Chambers. 
Crockett & Johnson. 
J. O. Davis. 
A. T. Earlev. 
Elwood & Brasted. 
Everest & Smith. 
Fulton, Jenkins 
& Spence. 
Garnett, Penland 
& Garnett. 
S. H. Harris. 
Wm. Harrison. 
Hormold & Pulse. 
Horton & Muster. 
. D. F. Jennings. 
W. Johnson. 
ped & Kelley. 
Robt. N. McMillen. 
Edwin H. Manning. 
L. H. Mitchell. 
Ochiltree & Crane. 
J. H. Ready. 
Edward E. Reardon. 
Robt. A. Rogers. 
Snyder, Owen 
& Snell. 
J. R. Spieiman. 
W. R. Taylor. 
Ed. S. Vaught. 
D. B. Welty. 


J. A. Calloway. 

Thomas J. Farrar. 

P. L. Garrett. 

F. F. Lamb. 

W. M. Matthews. 

W. E. Newman. 

Chas. L. Phelps. 

Stanford & Bucker. 

Orlando Swain. 

A. W. Whitfield. 
OKOMAH., 

J. C. Wright. 
PAULS VALLEY, 

oO. W. Jones. 

John M. Stanley. 
rAveves 

E, E. Grinstead. 

H Cc. Hargis. 

Preston A, Shinn, 
PAWNEE. 

Wilson & Johnson. 
PERRY 

Henry Ss. em. 

Joel R. 


Malcolm E. Rosser. 
PRYOR CREEK. 
A. L. Battinfield. 
PURE ee 
W. Hocker. 
SAPULPA 
E. B. Hughes. 
R. B. Thompson, 
SAYRE, 
Reynold Wise. 
SHATTUCK. 
W. B. ap empecn. 
SHAWNEE 
Stanard & Wahl. 
STIGLER. 4 
Joseph bo Foster. 
STILWEL 
A. E. em 
R. Y. Nance. 
H. Winsor. 
STROUD. 
Gay M. Blake. 
“°%y 


—— ' 

M. N Vich 1 a 
TAHLEOUAH so" 
J. A. Benge. 

J. I. Coursey, 


M. H. Martin, 
TALOGA 
Hickok & Myers. 





TECUMSEH. 
Frederick King. 
TULSA. 
Aby & Tucker. 
George T. Brown. 
Harry Campbell. 
F. O. Cavitt. 

G. L. Harnage. 
ee gg & Lynch, 
E. Harvey. 

a E.. & 
Woodford. 
Adrian S. Houck. 
James McCann. 
Leed & Martindale. 
Carl C. Magee. 
Patrick M. Malloy. 
Randolph & Haver. 
Chas. T. Reuter. 
E,. Robitaille. 
Cc. es Wrightsman. 
VINIT 


w. i Kornegay. 

Paul F. Mackey. 

Oo. D. Neville. 

Cc. B. Rogers. 

D. H. Wilson. 
WAGONER. 

Leon B Fant. 

J. W. Selp. 

J. L. Spousler. 


Charles Swindall. 
OREGON. 


ALBANY. 
R. Wyatt. 
BAKER CITY. 
Jos. J. Heilner. 
Cc. A. Johns. 
John L. Rand. 
CANYON CITY. 
Cattanach & Wood. 
Contes. 
R. Barrow. 
EUGENE 
C. Woodcock. 
GRANTS PASS. 
W. C. Hale. 


‘JOSEPH. 


Colon R. eee 
ar gy CIT 
G. C. ckanate, 
Grant B. Dimick. 
Hedges & Griffith. 
Cc. D. & D.C. 
Latourette. 


Winter & Collier. 
PORTLAND. 
Beach & Simon. 
w. 


W. C. Bristol. 

E. C. Bronaugh, Jr. 
W. W. Cotton. 
Wm. Foley. 

Thos. G. Greene, 
Geo. P. Lent. 
McCant & Stewart. 
Tohn McCourt. 
Newton MeCoy. 

T. B. McDevitt, Jr. 
W. E. McGarry. 
Wm. T. Muir. 

O. A. Neal. 
Sanderson Reed. 
Wm. Reid. 

H. H. Riddell. 
Chas. J. Schnabel. 
Seneca Smith. 

G. a Stapleton. 
J. O. Stearns. 


Hor. tjonel R. 
Webster. 
R. W. Wilbur. 





ROSEBURG. 
J. O. Watson. 
SALEM. 
Webster Holmes. 
SUMPTER. 
Chas. H. Chance. 
HNS. 


Huntington & 
Wilson, 


PANAMA. 


CRISTOBAL. 
W. H. Carrington. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


CLEARFIELD. 

Hon. Singleton Bell. 
DANVILLE. 

James Scarlet. 
i a6 a KLIN. 

J. H. Osmer. 


NEWCASTLE. 

J. Norman Martin, 
PHILADELP TIIA 

Thomas B. Harned. 

W. W. Smithers. 
PITTSBURG. 

J. McF. Carpenter. 

Howard F. Johnston. 

Geo. Shiras, Jr. 

Watterson & Reid. 
SCRANTON. 

Frank R. Stocker. 
UNIONTOWN. 

John M. Core. 
YORK. 

N. Sargent Ross. 


PHILIPPINE 
ISLA am 


LINGAYEN. 
Wade H. Kitchens. 
MANILA, 
W. A. Kincaid. 
Gibbs & Gale. 
Hon. Charles §. Lo- 
binger, J. P. 
Charles H. Smith, 
Pros, Atty. 


PORTO RICO. 


PONCE. 
Francisco Para 


Capo. 
SAN JUAN. 
Jas. Anderson, Jr. 


RHODE ISLAND. 


PROVIDENCE. 
Geo. T. Brown, 
James C. Collins, Jr. 
Barney & Lee, 
Lyman & 
McDonnell. 
William H. McSoley. 
Chas. . Pag 
Fred Seaieart 
Nathan H. Truman. 
WOONSOCKET. 
John J. Heffernan. 


SOUTH CAROLINA, 


AIKEN. 

Herbert E. Gyles. 
—— RSON, 

F. Martin. 

BAMBERG. 

J. F. Carter. 

H. M. Graham. 
BENNETTSVILLE. 


Henry A. M Smith. 
COLUMBIA. 
G. Duncan 
Bollinger. 
W. H. Lyles. 
M. Herndon Moore. 








CENTRAL LAW JOURNAL 











et 
DARLINGTON. 

J. Monroe Spears. 
EDGHEFLELD. 

J. Wm. ‘tnurmond. 
FLORENCE. 

Willcox & Willcox. 
GREENVILLE. 

H. J. Haynsworth. 

J. J. McSwain. 

J. Robert Martin. 
GREENWOOD 

Giles & Ouzts. 
LAURENS. 

Dial & Todd. 


SUMTER. 
Haynsworth & 
Haynsworth. 
UNION. 
J. Ashby Sawyer. 
WALHALLA 
-. R Jaynes. 
be ey 
» W. Buchanan. 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


ABERDEEN. 
A. W. Campbell. 
J. H. McCoy. 
Taubman, Williams 
& Herreid. 
ALEXANDRIA. 
P. A. Zollman. 
PE = FOURCHE. 
H. Maxwell. 
Cc LARK. 
Oliver H. Ames. 
Geo. A. Jeffers. 
DEADWOOD. 
James A. George. 
— RAPIDS. 
R. Krause. 
DE SMET 
Wm. H. “Warren, 
GANNVALLEY. 
Henry B. Farren. 
GEDDES. 
J. E. Tipton. 


A. K. Gardner. 
JAVA 
Cari F. Clement. 
"Char 
Baber: Kell 

MAD Kellar. 
J. i Willia 
MILBANK. 


homas L. 
PIERRE Bouck. 


Charles E. De Land. 


RAPID CITY. 
Frank D. Bangs. 
Chas. W. Brown. 
Charles J. Buell. 

REDFIELD. 

. . Sterling. 

SELBY. 
rnest P. T 

SIOUX FALLS. ruesdell, 


Marlin B 
Cc. A. ergh. 


Christo 
Blake La pherson. 
SISSETON. 
ward B 
VERMILLI omcock. 
>. J. Gunderson. 
John L. Jolley. 
hel TOWN. 
far 
WEBSTER. Sholf, Jr. 


Sears & Potter. 
TENNESSER. 


CHATTANOOGA. 
Fleming ambliss, 
Gbepheca. 





CHATTANOOGA. 

Geo. D. Lancaster. 

Smith & Carswell. 

Joe V. Williams. 
CLARKSVILLE. 

Michael A. Savage. 
COLUMBIA. 

J. H. Dinning. 
COOKEVILLE. 

D. L. Lansden. 
KNOXVILLE. 

John W. Green. 

Norman B. Morrell. 

Pickle, Turner 

& Kennerly. 

Chas. T. Cates, Jr. 
MEMPHIS. 

T. L. Campbell 

Ss. L. Cockroft. 

Z. N. Estes, Jr. 

G. T. Fitzhugh. 

A. J. McDonald, 

Cc. W. Metcalf. 

Israel H. Peres. 

R. H. Prescott. 

Thos. M. Scruggs. 
MILAN. 

J. P. Rhodes. 
NASHVILLE. 

G. F. Anderson. 

F. B. Harrison. 

R. L. Mansfield. 

J. P. Rhines. 

W. D. Covington. 

Lawrence & Son. 

Nolen & Slemons. 

J. L. Pendleton. 

Edward J. Smith. 


R. T. Smith. 
Claude Walter. 
RIPLEY. 


. W. Tanner. 
SPRINGFIELD. 
A. E. Garner. 
UNION CITY. 
A. J. Harpole. 
Lannom & Stanfield. 
W. H. Swieeart 
WINCHESTER. 
Geo. E. Banks. 
Crownover & 
Crabtree. 


TEXAS. 


AMARILLO. 

C. B. Reeder. 

Thos. F. Turner. 
ANGLETON. 

F. S. Phillips. 
ANSON. 

Jas. P. Stinson. 
AUSTIN. 

John R. Cox, Jr. 

D. W. Doom. 

S. R. Fisher. 

Lee Frisbv. 

Ashby S. James. 

J. L. Peeler. 
BATESVILLE. 

Geo. C. Herman. 
BAY CITY. 

E. N. Krause. 
BEAUMONT. 


George D. Anderson. 
ill, 


Oswald S. Parker. 

Hon. W. H. Pope. 

Leon Scofield. 
BEEVILLE. 

Thos. M. Cox. 

J. @ Dougherty. 
BELTON. 


Arthur MM. Monteith. 


CANYON CITY 


Walter E. Cranford. 


COOPER. 
J.T. Young. 
CORSTCANA. 


Tatum & Tatum. 





DALLAS. 
A. L. Beaty. 
Harry R. Bondies. 
D. A. Eldridge. 
F. M. Etheridge. 
Finley, Knight 
& Harris. 
J. M. Hayes. 
Victor H. Hexter. 
A. J. McCauley. 
D. H. Morrow. 
Muse & Allen, 
J. C. Patton. 
Nelson Phillips. 
E. G. Senter. 
U. F. Short. 
Smith & Cossett. 
Wendel Spence. 
Wm. Thompson. 
Albert W. Webb. 
A. S. Wells. 
Whitehurst & 
Whitehurst. 
Louis Wilson. 
DENISON. 
J. hn Randell. 
— ON. 

J. Wy. Sullivan. 
= PASO. 
Vv. Bowden. 
ee. M. Brown. 
W W. Bridgers. 

Earl & Elfers. 
Moore & Moore. 
F. G. Morris. 
Joseph M. Nealon. 
Turner & Burgess. 
FORT WORTH. 
Pete Arnold. 
James Gilford 
Browning. 
Ca»ps & Canty. 
H. M. Chapman. 
W. D. House. 
N. H. Lassiter. 
H. C. McCart. 
T. W. McCoulsky. 
W. P. McLean. 
R M. Rowland. 
V. K. Wedgworth. 
John W. Wray. 
GALVESTON, 
Harris & Harris. 
M. E. Kleberg. 
Wm. B. Lockhart. 
Mart H. Royston. 
J. B. Stubbs. 
nm. ee. @ A. B. 
Tiernan. 
7 b.- Wheeler. 
Webster Wilsen. 
HA LLETTSVIL. LE. 
Charles Fertsch. 
HEREFORD. 
Knight & Slaton. 
H. Russell. 
HOUSTON. 
Wm. W. Anderson. 
Baker. Potts, Parker 
& Garwood. 
J. B. Brockman. 
M. H. Broyles. 
E. T. Chew. 
H. J. Dannenbaum. 
Dillard & Moore. 


&. 
A. S. Fisher, Jr. 
Fisher & Sears. 
Ford. Crawford 
& Ford. 
J. M. Gibson. 
Harris & Harris. 
Wm. Lee Jackson. 
Anselm H. Jayne. 
O. C. Millard. 
E. B. Mentz. 
Porter Newman. 
2. W. Parker. 
R. Perryman. 
JACKSBORO 
os. D. Sporer. 
KAUFMAN. ” 
Jed C. Adams. 
LAREDO. 
A. Winslow. 





LLANO. 

McLean & Spears, 
es eo 

A. B. Storey. 

LIVINGSTON. 

Hill & Hill. 
LUFKIN. 

Ss. H. Townsend. 
MIDLAND. 

Graham B. Smedley. 
rT - 

E. L. Bruce. 
PALESTINE. 

P. W. Brown. 
PECOS. 

T. J. Hefner. 

McKenzie & Brady. 
PLAINVIEW. 

L. C. Penry 
PORT LAVAC A. 

D. L. Graham. 
SAN ANTONTO. 

Robert L. Ball. 

R. A. Campbell. 

M. W. Davis. 

Charles Dittmar. 

Yale Hicks. 

R. P. Ingrum. 

Nat. B. Jones. 

Guy S. McFarland. 

A. F. W. Macmanus. 

Shook & 

Vanderhoeven. 

Mason Williams. 
SAN MARCOS. 

Will G. Barber. 
SHERMAN. 

Hamp P. Abney. 

Cc. A. Barker. 

Jos. L. Cobb. 
STEPHENVILLE. 

B. E. Cook. 
TEXARKANA. 

J. W. Hillman. 

Chas. S. Todd. 
UVALDE. 

W. D. Love. 
VERNON. 

F. P. McGehee. 
WACO. 

D. A. Kelley. 

Joseph P. Nalley. 

W. M. Sleeper. 

John G. Winter. 

James E. Yeager. 
WHARTON. 

H. A. Cline. 
WICHITA FALLS. 
Huif, Barwise 

& Huff. 


UTAH. 


BEAVER CITY. 

Geo. B. Greenwood. 
a AN. 

J. C. Walters. 
MURRAY. 

David W. Moffatt. 
OGDEN. 

J. E. Bagley. 

V. Gideon. 

Charles R. 

Hollingswortn. 

J. D. Skeen. 
PROVO. 

J. W. N. 
Whitecotton. 
SALT LAKE CITY. 
Everard RBierer, Jr. 

Booth & Lee. 
w. 


F. R. Critchlow. 

c ¢. Des. 

Frank J. Gustin. 

S. H. Lewis. 

HY. R. Macmillan. 

Hon. Thos. 
Marioneaux. 

C. W. Morse. 

Allen T. Sanford. 

Renner X. Smith. 

Thomnson & 
Gibson. 


Waldemar Van Cott. 


Whittemore & 
Cherrington. 





a 


ESE 
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VERMONT. 
BARRE 


Ss. Hollister Jackson. 


BELLOWS FALLS. 
Almon I. Bolles. 
Cc. H. Williams. 

CHELSEA. 

Hon. Geo. L. Stow. 


MONTPELIE R. 
John H. Senter. 
MORRISVILLE. 
Hon. Geo. M. 
Powers. 
RUTLAND. 
Fred. M. Putter. 
John §S. Buttles. 
Peter F. McManus. 
ST. JOHNSBURY. 
Harry Blodgett. 
VERGENNES. 
F. L. Fish. 


VIRGINIA, 


ALEXANDRIA. 
Gardner L. Boothe. 
Samuel P. Fisher. 

BIG STONE GAP. 

J. F. Bullitt. 
CHARLOTTESVILLE. 
Daniel Harman. 

CHITWOOD. 

M. L. Senter. 

wae at ay 
A. . Aiken. 
eee & Harris. 

EMPORIA. 

E. C. Palmer 


GLOUCESTER POINT. 


Robt. S. Rives. 
LEBANON. 


Cyrus H. Smithdeal, 


LEESBURG. 
Edwin E. Garrett. 
MANCHESTER. 
Lawrence P. Pool. 
NEWPORT NEWS. 
M. D. Wright. 
NORFOLK. 
J. C. Anderson. 
Raymond M. 


Hudson. 
W. H. Moreland, 
Thos. W. Shelton. 
W. Sibert. 


PORTSMOUTH. 
Cc. W. Coleman. 
RICHMOND. 
George Ainslie. 
Chas. B. Branner. 
Braxten, Williams 
& Eggleston. 
George Bryan. 
A. W. Patterson. 
8. S. P. Patterson. 
Wm. L. Rvall. 
E. R. Williams. 
ROANOKE 
C. A. McHugh. 
Penn & Cocke. 


su FFOLK. 
James H. Corbitt. 
WISE. 
Duncan & Kelly. 
WOODS CROSS. 
ROADS. 
J. N. Stubbs. 


WASHINGTON, 


ABERDEEN. 
= Ww. a. 
H. Fo 
BELLINGHAM. 
aN Se 


& Howard. 


CHEWELA 

E. D. Germain. 
ELMA. 

E. S. Avey. 








EV dS ae ie 
. W. Black. 
i D. Cooley 


Coleman & Foga rty. 


KENNEWICK. 
Humphrey & Cole. 

a gy 

W. H. Abel. 

MT. VERNON. 
Augustus Brawley. 
W. L. Brickey. 

NORTH YAKIMA. 
Ira P. ‘eee 

a 

"M. Vance. 


Th 
PORT TOWNSEND. 
U. D. Gnagey. 
PUYALLUP. 
R. B. Lehman. 
REPUBLIC 
has. P. Bennett. 
SEATTLE, 
Geo. F. Aust. 
Edward Brady. 
Buck & Boddy. 
Vivian M. Carkeek. 
O. H. Carpenter. 
Carroll & Carroll. 
H. E. Cayton. 
John T. Condon. 
Chas. J. Dobbs. 
John W. Dolby. 
Walter S. Fulton. 
L. C. Gilman. 
Cc. S. Goshert. 
H. T. Granger, 
Jno. G. Gray. 
James A. Haight. 
H. H. A. Hastings. 
Carroll Hendron. 
Willis B. Herr. 
A. BE. Hodgson. 
James B. Howe. 
Jenner & Williams. 
John S. Jury. 
J. Edwin Keves. 
W. D. Lambuth. 
Fred. H. Lysons. 


Thos. B. Mac Mahon. 
McClure & McClure. 


IT. D. McCutcheon. 
J. E. Martinson. 

E. C. Million. 
Charles F. Munday. 
R. D. Ogden. 

T. D. Page. 

Fred. H. Peterson. 
7. B. Rawson. 


J. B. Joujon-Roche. 


Roney & Loveless. 

Ralph Simon. 

Frank S. Southard. 

E. A. Vinsonhaler. 
SNOHOMISH. 

M. J. McGuinness. 
SPOKANE. 

J. F. Blake. 

John M. Bunn. 

R. J. Danson. 

F. W. Dewart. 

G. K. Gilluly. 

Hoyt & Dirks. 

John B. Johnston. 

J. B. Lindsley. 

McWilliams & 

McWilliams. 

W. F. Meier. 

Harry A. Rhodes. 

P. C. Shine. 

W. J. Thayer. 


Turner & Geraghty. 


Cc. S. Voorhees. 
TACOMA. 

Jas. M. Ashton. 
Chas. Bedford. 

F. S. Blattner. 
Robert M. Davis. 
Ellis A. Fletcher. 
Chas. E. George. 
ear & Holt. 
M. Langhorne, 
Waiter Loveday. 
S. F. McAnally. 


H. F. Norris. 








TACOMA. 
Frank D. Oakley. 
Wm. H. Pratt. 
T. L, Stiles. 
Ralph Woods. 
TEKOA. 
E. A. Williams. 
VANCOUVER. 
Edgar M. Swan. 
WALLA WALLA. 
Oscar Cain. 
W. H. Dunphy. 
Timothy A. Paul. 
John H. Pedigo. 
Allen H. Reynolds. 
M. G. Royal. 
F. B. Sharpstein. 
John F. Watson. 
WENATCHEE. 
Reeves & Reeves. 


WEST VIRGINIA, 


M. N. Downes. 
Wm. S. O’Brien. 
CHARLESTON. 
Chilton, McCorkle 
& Chilton. 
Jacob F. Cork. 
Hon. Wm. M. O. 
Dawson. 
H. O. Middleton. 
Mollohan, McClintic 
& Matthews. 
J. H. Nash. 
T. G. Nutter. 
Price, Smith 
Spilman. 
Joseph Ruffner. 
Simms, Enslow & 
Alderson. 
M. F. Stiles. 


CLARKSBURG. 
Scott. 
Harvey F. Smith. 
Sperry & Sperry. 
ELKINS. 
W. B. Maxwell. 
FAIRMONT. 
W. B. Cornwell. 
FALLING SPRINGS. 
y A Ayres. 
GLEN JEAN. 
Robert Essex. 
GRAFTON. 
Ira E. Robinson. 
HARRISVILL 
S. A. Powell. 
HINTON. 
Boggess & Bogegess. 
HUNTINGTON. 
R. L. Blackwood. 
W. K. Cowden. 
Marcum, Marcum 
& Shepherd. 
Geo. I. Neal. 
Simms & Enslow. 
Jean F. Smith. 
C. S. Welch. , 
Wyatt & Graham 
KEYSER. 
W. H. Griffith. 
LEWISBURG. 
John W. Arbuckle. 
MADISON 
Leftwich & 
Byrnside. 
1 a 
S. Rucker. 
MANNINGTON. 
S. Schwenck. 
MORGANTOWN 
Hon. Chas. BE. Hogg. 
James R. Shenpard. 
PARKERSBURG. 
Wm. Beard. 
Hon. J. G. McClure. 
F. H. McGregor. 
W. _N. Miller. 
P. H. Moroney. 
W. H. Terry. 
Van Winkle & 
Ambler. 


BUCKHANNON. 
J. 





PINEVILLE. 
James H. Gilmore. 
J. M. Glenn. 
Thos. H. Scott. 

POINT PLEASANT. 
Hon. Wm. A. 

Parsons. 
Somerville & 

Somerville. 
J. S. Spencer. 
Rankin Wiley. 

PRINCETON. 

John Randolph 
Henry. 
ee 
M. Martin. 

SISTERSVILLE 
J. H. Strickling. 

SPRINGFIELD. 

F. Singhass. 
wHiiiiN 
. Addieman. 
e 5 c. Allen, 
+ a R. C. Gilchrist. 
W. P. passe a 
W. E. Krupp. 
McCamic & Clarke. 
Cc. E. Morris. 
A. J. Porter. 

WISE. 

Wm. F. Staggers. 


WISCONSIN, 


ASHLAND. 
Mrs. Allan T. Pray. 
APPLETON. 
John Goodland. 
BERLIN. 
Perry Niskern. 
EAU ge ane 
W. H. Frawley. 
GRAND RAPIDS. 
Goggins & Brazeau. 
HU DSON. 
Baker & Haven. 
JANDSVILLE 
John Cunningham, 
&. D. McGowan. 
C. W. Reeder. 
Edward H. Ryan. 
IX ENOSHA. 
Calvin Stewart. 
LA CROSSE. 
Benj. F. Bryant. 
Geo. E. Bunge. 
J. J. Fruit. 
Geo. H. Gordon. 
Fred H. Hartwell, 
J. E. Higbee. 
James Thompson. : 
MADISON. 
Hon. J. C. Kerwin. 
Morris, Riley & 
Dudgeon. 
J. 3 Olin. 
T. C. Richmond. 
MANITOWOC. 
Emil Baensch. 
MERRILL. 
R. B. Runke. 
MILWAUKEE. 
Alfred L. Carv. 
Jos. E. Cordes. 
W. Emmet Crosby. 
Joseph B. Doe. 
Charles Friend. 
Froede & 
Bodenstab. 
Nathan Glicksman. 
G. R. Hoffman. 
Wm. Kaumheimer. 
R. B. Mallory. 
Chas. D. Mann. 
Glenway Maxon. 
Miller, Noyes & 
Miller. 


Nath Pereles & Sons. 

Richard B. Ramien. 

J. E. Roehr. 

W. B. Rubin. 

“harles M. Scanlan. 

Van Dyke & Van 
Dyke & Carter. 
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Gen. F. C. Winkler. 

Moritz Wittig, Jr. 
NEILLSVILLE. 

R. F. Kountz. 
OSHKOSH. 

Eaton «& Eaton, 

Hicks & Phillips. 

John au Hume. 
PORTA 

Willian - 


Ke 
PRAIRIE. DU CHIEN. 


W. R. Graves. 
RACINE, 

George Elholm. 

Wallace Ingalls. 


Palmer & Gittings. 


ee & 
Harv 

REEDSBURG. 

Ed. C. Gotiry. 
RICE LAKE. 

James Robbins. 
SHEBOYGAN. 

Paul T. Krez. 

A. C. Prescott. 
SUPERIOR. 

Geo. C. Cooper. 

E. F. McCausland. 

Solon L. Perrin. 

Henry C. Wilson. 
WATERTOWN. 

John G. Conway. 

Joseph E. Davies. 
WAUKESHA 


Hen. M. S. Griswold. 


E. Merton. 
V. H. Tichenor. 
WEST SUPERIOR. 


Crownhart & Foley. 


W. M. Steele. 





WYOMING, 


CASPER. 

Jno. B. Barnes, Jr. 
CHEYENNE. 

Gibson Clark. 

Ww. C. Kinkead. 
EVANSTON. 

Austin C. Sloan. 


FOREIGN 


ARGENTINE 
REPUBLIC. 


BUENOS AYRES. 
Samuel Donavan. 
Dr. M. P. Daract. 


AUSTRALIA, 


STONEY. 
MeTiachlan & 
Murray. 


AUSTRIA- 
HUNGARY. 


ETDAPEST. 
Dr. Imre de Pekar. 


CANADA, 


eee roe. 
7. W. Nesbitt. 
TORONTO. 
Tames Rieknell 
Henry O’Brien, K. C. 





CAPE oF 
GOOD HOPE. 


CAPE TOWN. 
Cc. H. Brand. 


CEYLON, 


COLOMBO. 
Julins & Creasy. 
KANDY. 
R. W. Jonklaas. 
CHINA. 


HONG KONG. 
Ewens & Harston. 
SHANGHAI. 
Anderson & Brooks. 


CUBA 
HAVANA. 
Charles M. 
Robinson. 


ENGLAND. 


LONDON. 
Stibbard, Gibson 
& Co. 


FRANCE, 


PARIS. 
Ccudert Brothers. 


GERMANY. 


BERLIN. 
James H. Vickery. 





INDIA. 


BOMBAY. 

Smetham, Byrne & 

Noble. 

LAHORE. 

S. D. Chandhri. 
MADRAS. 
J. K. Rau. 
IRELAND. 


DUBLIN. 
John L. Seallan 
& Co. 
ITALY, 


ROME. 
Samuel R. Honey. 


JAMAICA, 
KINGSTON. 
V. E. Manton. 
JAPAN, 


KOBE. 

J. Hirata. 
YOKOHAMA. 

J. E. de Becker, 


MEXICO, 


T. P. Davies, 
MEXICO D. F. 











